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’* TELL THE TBVTH TO INDIA ' ’’-was a favonrite 
saying o£ the late Lord Birkenhead. Winston Ohurohill, 
too, has freqaently quoted this dictum with lively 
appreciation. 

I have followed the advice of these two distinguished’’ 
Englishmen and tried in the following pages to tell the 
truth to India, as Churchill sees the truth about India. The 
plain, unvarnished truth. The hard, bitter truth . 

I am sure freedom-loving people all over the world, 
who have seen a nation of 100 million people relegated 
to cold storage for the duration of the war (as Brendan 
Bracken, British Minister of Information, told Americans ), 
will also be interested in hearing the Churohillian version 
of truth about India. They have long been baffled by the 
paradox of the world’s most indomitable fighter against 
Fascism refusing to apply the Atlantic Charter to India 
and vowing to hold what he has 1 

It is an amazing fact that Winston Churchill’s bio- 
graphers pay scant attention to the Indian facet of his 
chequered career. They generally skip over his Indian 
record— some in hurry, some apologetically, some in the 
belief that it is of no interest or importance, some out of 
consideration for Churchill and some, maybe, out of sym- 
pathy for us ' I have come across at least one 300-page 
life of Churchill, wherein the very word “ India ” is 
not mentioned I 

«i 

The woof of India, nevertheless, is woven inextricably 
with j^e warp of Winston Churchill’s career. As a subaltern 
he spent three years of his life in this country at the turn of 
the centnry. He wrote his first book upon India and in India, 
And ever since then, he has been echoing his father’s com- 
mand — how many persons know that Lord Randolph Chur- 
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chill was a Secretary of State lor India ? — " to watch, develop 
and guard the land and tho people of Hiudostan, that most 
truly bright and precious gem in tho crown of the Quean." 

As a member of the British Cabinet, Winston Churchill 
had been associated both with the Morlcy-Minto Reforms of 
1909 and the Montford Reforms of 1919, as also with the 
'appointment of the abortive Simon Commission in 1927. 
Later on, when out of office, he constituted himself the 
leader of the opposition to the Macdonald-Baldwin scheme of 
reforms. He spent five long years of his life in conducting 
a raging, tearing campaign against the various constitutional 
inquiries and proposals, which finally boro fruit in the 
Government of India Act of 1935. 

It was during this period that he made it plain as a 
pikestafll that “ the British nation had no intention whatever 
of relinquishing its mission in India or of parting with its 
supreme control. ” He rubbed it in again and again that 
India could not hope to attain oven Dominion Status in any 
period “ which living mon will soo, ” or " which human 
beings ought to talce into practical account. " 

And it was daring the early thirties that Winston Qhur- 
ohill uttered the historic imprecation ; “ The truth is that 
Gandhi-lsm and all it stands for^ will, sooner or later, lv^ve 
to be grappled with and finally crushed. ” It is an impre- 
cation which he has seemingly fulfilled with his own hands 
a decade later I For four and a half years now he is putting 
into practice all the diehard theories and drastic remedies 
which he preached and prescribed during the preceding 
forty years. 

ChurohilTs Indian record thus forms a part of his career, 
which must not be globed over or ignored. For nearly 
half a century, amidst all the shifting scenes of peace and 
1 The italios of this and subsequent extcaote in this book do not 
belong to J3ie outhors quoted: as a rule they are mine.— N. G. J. 
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war, of storm and stress, and in spito of his own frequent 
changes of parlies and principles, he has steadfastly followed 
a certain policy on Indian affairs, which gives a coherence to 
his career which it otherwise singularly lacks. 

This record must have a vital importance for Winston 
Churchill, though lately his life has been absorbed in more 
momentous issues. This is a record which lias mattered 
most during the last four and a half years for the people of 
India, for one out of every fivo persons in the world. And 
this is a record which has a deep signifioance for the 
remaining four too. For, if Winston Churchill is a world 
figure today, India, too, is a world problem. 

War has brought death and destruction all over the 
earth To us in India it has brought, in addition, what is 
known as the political deadlock. Indeed, that deadlock is the 
most pressing reality of the Indian situation. For five long 
years now, politicians in India have been searching for the 
key of the deadlock. They searched for it far and wide, 
high and low. In Whitehall and the Viceroy’s House. At 
the Agn Khan’s Palace in Poona and on Mount Pleasant Road 
In Rombay. 

Some clever persons ai’gued that the deadlock is not a 
singular but a plural phenomenon and that it must have a 
double or a treble key. They Iherefore ran from pillar to 
post, and from there to another pillar. A few political 
Sherlock Holmeses even peeped into the White House in 
Washington and the Qenerallssimo’s dugout in Chungking 
for that open sesame. Since his release, Mahatma Qandhi 
hilnself has begun a-hunting for the key of the deadlock 
with his usual single-minded devotion. 

Where is that elusive key ? 

Long ago Lord Beaconsfield said ; “The key of India 
is London; the majesty of sovereignty, the spirit and 
vigour of your Parliament, the inexhaustible resources, the 
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ingenuity and dotemination of yo\ip people — tfiesp are the 
keys of India.' ” Incidentally, this quotation forma a revealing 
frontispiece of OhurohiH’s collection of apcecliea on India. 

If the key of India is London, the key of the Indian 
deadlock is Winston Churchill ; the majesty of his authority, 
the spirit and vigour with which bo has guarded for a 
life-time the brightest jewel in the British crown, the in- 
genuity and determination with which he has stuck to his 
blind-spot — these are the keys of the Indian deadlock. 

The British Prime Minister stands head and shoulders 
above the members of his (jabinet ; he dominates them by 
sheer force of personality. As discerning a person as 
Lloyd George remarked during a famous debate in the 
Commons that there were too many Yes-men about the 
Premier. Sir Keith Murdoch expressed similar views in a 
letter to The Times s “ Churchill has such groat powers 
that he dominates much too greatly those around him. 
This has virtue, but it also has the unhappy effect of giving 
undue reach to a mind, which is capable of mis-judgmont 
as well as good judgment.” 

“The Prime Minister talks so well,” wrote Harold 
Laski in the New Statesman And Nation, “ that his col- 
leagues listen where they should speak. He improvises 
profound convictions so brilliantly that they are stricken 
into silence by the desire to entrust to thoir memories what 
' they ought to drive him to defend.” Again, " He is far loo 
prone to mistake acceptance of his own views for an under- 
standing of the issue. If a colleague is critical of Mr. Nehru’s 
attitude, Mr. Churchill assumes that he has mastered tlie 
problem of India. ” 

f* 

Sere in India our eyes are focused upon the Vicefoy’s 
House and Whitehall. Figures like Amery and Cripps, 
Linlithgow and Wavell, Maxwell and Mudie, not to mention 
the umpteen " patriotic and wise men” of the Governor- 
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(renBral’s Exooxxtivc* Ooxxneil flit hi the gloaiuitig of the 
deadlock with an aii* o£ Belf-conaoious bxiperiority. Tn India 
and even in Britain, there has long been a public agitation 
lor the I'otireineut of Auioi*y. There waB a Bimilar clamflur 
against Lord Linlithgow at the fag-end of his Viceroyalty. 
Linlithgow has gone and Wavell has come, but the deadlock 
Still abides with ns — only doubly looked ! 

Publicists and politicians in India no longer protest 
against the Linlithgow legacy. They have even resigned 
themselves to accept Amery for the duration. Bat they 
have become mightily critical and even apprehensive about 
what is known as the Wavell Plan. The fiat has gone forth 
that the task which faces the new Viceroy is not so much 
political as economic. In order to divert attention from 
the refrigerator in which political issues are kept, economic 
problems ai-o being pushed into the hot-house. 

Lord Wavell’s (lovernment has decided that its first 
duty is to inise the standard el living of the xnaBses and to 
improve their health. Agriculture must po developed and 
the peasanti'y mixst he made prosperous, vide the Rs. 1,000 
Orore Agricultural Plan. The industries of India must be 
developed and a now deal given to workers. A net- work of 
roads and railways and canals and aerodromes must be spread 
a41 over the country. There are plans for forests and 
fisheries, education and electricity. And, of course, for all 
this, British guidance, British experts, British machinery, 
and blocked British currency, if not British rule, are a 
sine aura non. It is planning, planning all the way — away 
•from freedom I 

Mahatma Gandhi confessed to be amazed by the new 
shift in British policy as revealed in the debate on India in 
the Commons on July 28, 194L "Tome,” he said, “it 
looks like putting the cart before the horse. I have not yet 
seen any horse performing the trick of pushing the cart with 
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ifs npse. ” Even' Mr. J. R. D. Tata, the head of the House 
of Tataa and one of the principal authors of the Rs. 10,000 
Crore Bombay Plan, protested against this subtle attempt to 
hylbass the political issue, and categorically declared: “I 
regard the issue of Indian independence as one overwhelming 
all otherSi ” 

^ Now the most important thing about the Wavell Plan 
is that Lord Wavell himself is part and parcel of the Chur- 
chill Deal for India. It was the boast of Napoleon that he 
picted up common soldiers and made Marshals out of them. 
In 194.3 Churchill dumbfounded the world by seizing a 
Field Marshal on active service and putting him into a 
frock-coat. The “Wizard of the Western Desert” was 
overnight enthroned the Qmnd Moghul of New Delhi— a 
wizardry which only a Winston Churchill could be capable 
of. “ Wavell has landed a plum which was beyond the avid 
reach of even the great Kitch 0 ne^•, but is lb apromotlon ora 
dwotibn ? ” — tongues wagged in messes mid djeawing-vooms. 

It was neither. Churchill was too shrewd to waste a 
first-rate general on a second-rate job. In his eyes India was 
not merely a base from is to bo won the war against 

Japan. India herself was a major front. India musiribe 
herself Wdh anew and held for Britain-f if possibie, a peace- 
ful, pppSperouSj Contented India. ' Qninea-a-word” WavSil 
vtas the ideal choice for the Indian aBsignmenti Politically 
8pea.kini,i h6 had neithter a past to which he was committed 
" nor a future to care fpf; Hev wee drained to obey, as well 
aS'.tp'cotumand. ; 

, : A:8 a biographer of Lord Allenby, he was conyersant* 

' wit^^^^^ issues that would face ; Britain af ter ' the H 

knew India "at first-hand, having taken a piromment {)art 
: in the Qripps negotiations.: He would ma^e^India;^ 

: safeiand .vpolilidaily securoireven^^^ a made 

Egypt after World War I. And, above all, with his military 
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traditions and reputed taciturnity, he -would keep -whit 
Churchill called “ the unpitictiBed, unrepresentative, self- 
chosen groups of Indian politicians” at an arm’s length. 
After a little apprenticeship with Amery, he could be 
trusted to govern India, as Churchill wanted India to 
he governed. 

Wavell as Viceroy is thus more of a fulfilment thaina 
promise. The Wavell Plan is itself only the Churchill 
Deal in action, as the reader of this book will presently find 
for himself. Passages after passages can be quoted from 
Churchill’s speeches in the thirties, which have a direct 
bearing on the developments that are taking place before our 
eyes in the forties, though Churchill himself has always 
remained in the background, as far as India is concerned, 
since he became Premier. Listen to this : 

“We have a supreme moral duty to discharge to the 
Indian people. We have no right whatever to hand them 
over to a comparatively small and utterly unrepresentative 
political faction, to ho the prey of misgovernment, of 
deterioration in every public service, of a religious bigotry 
of a hind not dreamed of for generations in the West, and 
finally of civil war." ’■ 

* And this ; “ The question at stake is not therefore the 
gratification of the political aspirations towards s'elf-govern- 
Inent of a small number of intellectuals. It is, on the 
contrary, the practical, technical task of maintaining the 
peace and life of India by artificial means upon a much 
higher standard than would otherwise be possible.” ® 

Again, "The apparatus of Government in India is inoom- 
* parably more important to the masses than political change.”® 
And, finally : “ Such a -raat helpless mass requires 
extra British guidance, higher efidcienoy of Government, 
more British civil servants and a stricter and more vigorous 
administration in all technical matters.”* 

1 jTi^m p. 66 2 p, 66 3 p. 193 4 Ttift'ci p. 196 
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* The keys o£ the Indian deadlock are th\is neilhor with 
Wavell nor Amery, not even with Oandhi and Jinnah, or 
Savarkar and Ambedkar, but with Winston Cimrchill. The 
destinies of 400 million people are beiny decided for more 
than four years now in the private study o£ Winston 
Churchill. And across the portals of 10, Downing Htreet 
sspm to be inscribed the words addressed to India : AU 
iwpe abandon yp, wlm enter here ! 

This is a tragic, a terrible thing to have to say, but this 
■will be the verdict of history on Churchill’s trusteeship of 
what he called in 1897 “ those great estates beyond the sea” 
— India ! Thepe is an overwhelming consensus of informed 
opinion that Churchill has been the real stumbling block in 
the path of India’s freedom. As early as August 1940 (i.e. 
within four months of his becoming Premier), Kdward 
Thompson noted that “ It is widely believed that both the 
"Viceroy and Mr. Amery wanted to go much further.” *■ 

Many months later, John T. Whitaker gave the follow- 
ing graphic account of a Cabinet mooting : *' A group in 
the Cabinet decided to flush his (Churchill’s) hand and 
force immediate action. As one of the men in that session 
later expressed it, ‘ Mr. Amery had Gnished his suggesbiSn 
that we should promise India Dominion Status at a fixed 
period after the defeat of Hitler. Other members of Ihe 
Government were prepared to support his initiative. Before 
they could speak. Mi'. Churchill lot out a roar like a wound- 
ed lion. The room was cleared as swiftly as if there had 
been a lion among us in very truth. As yet the subject has 
not been radsed again’.” ® 

The story itself may be a apocryphal, but its substance 
has certainly the authentic ring of truth about it—of the 
Ohupohillian truth. At any rate, the following extract from 

1 Snlist Jwlia Ibr JTreedovi ! 

2 We Ottimot Eheape History ! 
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the preliminai'y report of the Conference of the Institute of 
Pacific Relations, held in Qnebec in December .194:2, is 
explicit and authoritative : “ Many members felt there was 
urgent need for a new British Qovernmeut statement, pre- 
ferably by Mr. Churchill, clarifying the application of the 
Atlantic Charter to India. Without this there will remain 
serious suspicions among the United Nations — the Chinese 
and Americans especially — about the sincerity of the 
British promises. It was felt by certain American and 
Canadian members that Mr. Churchill’s attitude was a much 
more serious obstacle to improvement in the psychological 
situation than Mr. Amery’s, though the latter has acquired a 
symbolic (if not wholly deserved) significance in the eyes 
of many people as typifying the old diehard imperialist 
spirit. ” 

How serious the suspicion about the sincerity of 
British promises to India is, was strikingly revealed by 
Vaffidre Pldllipa, which broko out like a rash in three 
continents in September 1944. The Personal Represen- 
tative of President Roosevelt in India had not the least 
hesitation in holding Churchill directly responsible for the 
bitterngss of Indian feeling. He urged that Britain 
should make a solemn doclaration of Indian independence 
at a specific date in order to placate India, reassure 
China and also in order to convince the colonial people 
conquered by the Japanese that they have something 
better to look forward to liian return to their old masters. 

Winston Churchill’s blind-spot has thus become not 
meBBly the blind alley of 400 million people, but a major 
inyrnational sore-spot. As Pearl Buck said : “ India has 
becoine.an immediate test case for world democracy in 
the eyes of all darker peoples everywhere. At this 
moment freedom can be declared only in India. Millions 
in China, in South America, in North America, in the 
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isles of the oceans, in Africa and even in Europe aro 
Avatohiug to see if democracy means what it says, and 
if the four freedoms are true or false. Hy what we do 
about India, democracy will stand or fall.” 

The blind-spot, therefore, needed to be dissected, 
analysed and illumined for the scrutiny of India, of the 
world and of Winston Churchill himself. I count my- 
self among his more fervent admirers. He is undoubtedly 
a great figure of modern times. Only one man in the 
whole world could have stood four-square — “ if necessary 
alone, hut not for ourselves alone” — against the engulfing 
tide of Facism in June L940. Only one man could have 
held the torch of freedom aloft in that darkest hour of 
humanity. That man was Winston Churchill. 

Alas I That torch cannot shod its eifulgent light 
upon the Indian landscape. Churchill has proved, how- 
ever, that he can soisse tho majostio impulse of a moment 
and transcend his own limitations and blind-spots. On 
the fateful day of Hitler’s invasion of Russia, ho denied 
in a flash all his past, and thus laid the firm foundations 
of his own future— not merely of his own, but of 
Britain’s, of Russia’s, of freedom’s itself. 

It was a olimaoLeric of history. It was also a olimaoterio 
iu Ohurohill’s own lite. For, if he had even a bigger 
blind-spot than India, it was Soviet Rnssia. He had 
likened Lenin to a plague bacillus, but has lived to become 
the loyal oomrade-in-arms of Stalin, Lenin’s successor. 

That transformation helped Churchill to win the war. 
A similar consummation in the case of India can alone 
win him the peace. 



CHAPTER I 

H HUSSAR IN A HURRY 

IT is a matter of some interest to the psycho-analyst, if 
not to the historian, that Ohnrchill’s first contact with India 
brought him a dislocated shoulder. , 

It was the fag-end of monsoon in 1896 when the 
troopship carrying Lieutenant Winston Leonard Spencer 
Ohur chill, of the itb. Queen’s Own Hussars, and 1200 men 
touched Bombay. , Disemba,rkation is always a tiresome 

■ process and Bombay did not then boast of the excellent faci- 
lities of the Ballard Pier or the stately though unbusiness- 
like Gateway of India. Passengers had to resort to the 
squalid approaches of the Sassoon Dock and the ship was 
scheduled to land there late in the eTening. Bo anxious 
were Ohurchill and his fellow officers, however, to see 
what India was like,, that in the afternoon they hailed one 
of those tiny' boats which eternally bob in the Bombay 
tatlbour and decided to explore the mysteries of the East on 

■ ■theirO^n.' • 

The sea was rough and the last lap of the; voyage from 
Sonthampton was proving somewhat perilous for the 
Hu«sars, Leaping from the friSky boats on to the slippery 
steps of the quay requires oonsiderable agility apd an 
arnourit of luck'. Btardly had the boat come alongside the 
. pier: when Ohdrchill wildly ' clutched at an iron ring j hut 
before, he cou^ get a fpothold, the boat had Swtmg av^ay 
gwihgjhis right shoulder' ^‘a^^sharp add vpeouliar : wrench 
; :fle \ Scrambled' Up as best, 'hp;^ nb wodder ■ his rre- 

marksi bn gaining iefra j'iJ'bib vsrereimoBtly confined “ 

:: -earlier letters oL^ 

: ■ It wbs not s happy introduetioir; either for, Ghnrchillf or ; 

,>;.;fbr Jndiai::.^ had snstained: an' i ■injuryj”' says .iGhuroliill. '/ 
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** ■whicli "was to last me my life, wliich -waa to c‘rip])l(' me at 
polo, to prevent mo from over playing tonnia, and to bo a 
grave embarrassmsnt in momenta of peril, violence and 
■ofEort. Sinco then, at irregular iutervala my ahouliU-r baa 
dislocated on the moat nnexpectod pretcxls.”*' And on 
the part of India, one may add, the Ohiirohillian explcUvea 
_ in the earlier letters of the alphabet aeem to be still ringing 
in her ears. 

The mishap nevertheless had its saving grace. The 
dislocated shoulder compelled Chnrchill to use a modest 
Manser pistol instead of flourishing the more martial aword 
in his fighting days on the North-West Frontier and later 
on in Africa, particularly when he took part in the famous 
cavalry charge at Omduvman. This undoubtedly helped 
him to emerge unscathed through his numerous skirmishes 
in the next four years. And. the ever proscnt api)rt'hc*nsiou 
that hla shoulder might go out has kept tho memory of 
India green in his mind. 

Bangalore was tho deslinution of tho >Uh ITusaurs. 
Bn route, Ohurohill spont a clay at Boonoh { which spoi'tod 
ila ‘ h’ then, ) whore be picked up his *’ cabinc-t ” of ni'mials, 
entered into serious negotiations for a tfti'ing of jjolo jjonioH 
and over “a banquet of gliltor, pomp and iced ohamj[«igno ’’ 
at the Government Hoirse, gave Lord Sandhurst, his slightly 
startled host, the benefit of his counsel on various Indo- 
British affairs. Within forty-eight hours of his setting foot 
on Indian soil he had thus felt “ the keenest realization of 
the great work which England was doing in India and of 
her high mission to rule these primitive hut agreeable 
races for their welfare and out own.”® 

No. 46, Trinity Road, Bangalore, which became the home 
and headquarters of Ohurohill for the next three years, still 
remains very much as it was forty-eight years ago, though the 

^ .Jiy p, 116 2 Ibid, p.118 
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4 ?lory o£ its tlien extensive grotinds with their purple iiongain- 
villaea and splendid roses has departed with time. The three 
young subalterns who clubbed there wore without a care 
in the world. The climate of Bangalore is reputedly salubri- 
ous and the cantonment loaves nothing to bo desired in 
the amenities of life for the British ofBcers who are lucky 
to be garrisoned there. “ Princes could live no belter than 
we," says Churchill. “Snipe (and snakes ) abound in the 
marshes; brilliant butterflies dance in the sunshine, and 
uautoh-girls by the light of the moon.’’^ 

Polo was the central theme of this idyllic existence. It 
was a sport at which Churchill excelled and to which he 
devoted all his evenings and most of his fortune. So assidu- 
ously did the 4th Hussars follow the game, that within 
fifty days of landing in India they won the Golconda Cup 
at Hyderabad — a record which remains unbroken to this 
day. And the crowning triumph of Churchill’s career came 
when ho helped to win the Meerut Inter-Regimental Tourna- 
ment — tho blue riband of Indian polo — in 1899 though he 
had to play all through with his elbow strappod tight lo his 
sido, thanks to the shoulder which had again dislocated just 
on tho eve of the Tournament I 

Tho three Ps.— parade in the morning, polo with its 
variations in the evening, and ( ohota ) pegs in between — 
generally absorb the ontiro existence of British militai*y 
ofQoers in India. The cantonments in which they are 
quartered are geographically situated in India but they form 
a world ot their own, whiohds neither British, not Indian, nor 
even Anglo-Indian. It is as if they lived on a different planet 
which was modelled exactly to their own specifications. 
The Indians with whom they come in contact ai’e meant 
solely to minister to their wants— theirs and those ot their 
ponies. The ponies cost a lot of money for which one has 
1 HM. p. 119 
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occasionally to resort to tho ohsociniona but I’iipnoioirs 
money-lenders who haimt the Hritiah (,’arribona. One baa 
then got to bo polite even to an Indian ! 

Except for such serpenls in Eden, the other Indians 
with whom the British ofticor comes in contact are in his 
eyes generally the models of virtue — as slaves I There is 
the barber who shaves yon adroitly while you are still lying 
half asleep in jour bed; the bearer who puts you in your 
well-pressed uniform; -the butler who has your chota liacri 
ready on the tick of time; and the syce who is holding the 
well-groomed pony for the Husoor to ride to the 
parade ground. 

Of such a world has Rudyard Kipling sung tho glories 
and perpetuated tho pattern, and in such a world did Ohur- 
ohill spend throe most improssionablo years of his life. 
He flung himself into it with hjs youthful zest and gusto. 
In his own words the East was then “ tho gateway to tho 
adventures and oonquosls of England " and Ohnrcliill had 
his full fill of both. India was to him amagnillod Hlonhoim 
Park, the ancestral seat of the Marlboroughs, whoro ho ■was 
born. Nothing was without bounds or boyohcl his reach. 
To his own woll-known qualittea of push and persuasiveness 
wore added the efforts of his mother in London. Bhe left 
no wire unpulled, no stone unturned, no outlet uncooked ” 
to get "Winston tho most coveted billot — ^tbe most coveted In 
his case being where lighting was at its thickest 1 

While his fellow-subalterns wore doing tho monotonous 
rounds in Bangalore, Ohurohill thus enjoyed various military 
jaunts on his own. The very next year after his arrival in 
India he got himself attached to the Malaband Field Force 
and drew his first blood on tho Frontier and wrotee his first 
book. Subsequently he pulled off a staff appointment with 
the Tirha Expeditionary Force, while he was actually on 
French leave from his regiment. But the biggest fish he 
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lauded wna when ho wauglcd a Job with the British Army 
in Eyypt ou the eve of its campaign against the Dervish 
Army in spito of the unconcealed opposition of its Com- 
mander-in-chief, the great Kitdiener himself. And this too 
after the recomend alien of none leas than the Prime Minis- 
ter, Lord Salisbury, had been turned down 1 No wonder 
his activities roused the jealousy of his colleaguos and even 
supei'iors who dubbed him a “ Medal-hunter " and “ Self- 
advertiser 1 ” 

Young Churohill must be excused if, between those 
twin occupations of playing polo and landing on the Empire’s 
hot spots, lie had precious little time to spare for India 
during his three years’ stay in this country. His Indian 
acquaintances naturally did not extend beyond his household 
servants, the army sepoys and a few polo-playing princelings. 
And his Hindustani vocabulary — the medium of his con- 
versation with such of them as could not speak even pidgin 
English. — consisted exactly of two words’’ : GMlo (get on) 
and Maro (kill) 1 

No wonder thou that Churchill did not know that an 
organisation called the Indian National Congress, which was 
founded by an Englishman, was functioning for a dozen 
years when ho came to India ; or that it was already passing 
resoldtions for establishing an Indian Military College for 
the sons of the soil and was protesting vigorously against 
the exorbitant price which India had to pay for the British 
garrisons. As early as 1891 it pointed out that while the 
German soldier cost Es. 145, the French Rs. 185 and the 
English in England Bs. 285, immediately the last-named was 
despatched to India, his expenses shot up to Es. 775 a year. 
This expenditure became all the more glaring when contras- 
ted with the annual income per head in England of £42, in 
France £23, in Germany £18 — and in India £1 1 

1. Ibid. p. 163 
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Lt. Cliurohiirs expansive mood tiftor llie Jiomluiy Gov- 
ernor’s banquet would not have lasted ro long had ho 
known that a famine had already begun to stalk this land in 
1896 or could he have foreseen that within a year a still 
grander banquet was to coat another Lieutenant of the Queen 
his life at the hands of a gunman^. 

Deep political discontent had already bred in India the 
cult of terrorism. And by an odd coincidence the very 
year that Lt. Churchill came to this country, a young Indian 
barrister who was practising in Africa returned to his 
motherland for a brief visit. His name was Mohandas 
Earamchand Gandhi. 


CHAPTER II 

OISeiPLB 0F MHeaULftY 

THE life of Lieutenant Winston Churchill was no hotter 
or worse than the life of a hiradrod other Englishmen who 
donned the Queen’s uniform in tlio Honriiig Ninolios and 
came out to India with their regiments. IIo was not oxaclly 
popular in the mess-room, what with his own push find the 
family connections unfailingly landing him all the plums 
of service. But he was No. 1 of his polo team anef was 
indispensable to the dth Hussars for winning the Meerut 
Trophy. In normal course, therefore, he would have taken 
all the service hurdles in his stride, risen to a Brigadier’s or 
even a General’s rank and passed Iho evening of his life in 
digging for victory and occasionally writing letters to *the 
Times against the folly of surrendering the British Empire ; 
Begad Sir ! — " 

1 lit. Aye»t and Hr. Band were shot dead while returning from the 
Government House, Poona, ou the night of the Queen’s Diamond Jubilee 
oelebrations. 
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An extraordinary and an altogether unmilitary thing 
happened, however, in young Churohiirs life aoon after his 
arrival in India. One night in Bangalore he was bitten by 
the bug of intellectual uplift. He was then twenty-two, a 
dashing cavalry officer well set up on the road to glory, and 
enjoying himself like a prince. The dreary days of Harrow, 
where he waged a valiant but unavailing fight against Latin 
declension, were left far behind and no longer did any 
irregular Greek verba raise their ghastly apparitions on the 
parade ground. Reading and reading serious books at tliat 
was then as now a military heresy. It was going against the 
good conduct rules of the cantonment, if not against Field 
Regulations. It was simply not done. 

The belated awakening of love has generally a devastat- 
ing effect upon the victim. So it was with Churchill though 
it was the love of learning with which he was suddenly 
fired. He became envious of those young chaps fresh from 
the xmivorsities who affected an Oxford accent and talked 
over his head. True, Churchill tohl himsolf, he was com- 
manding the Queen’s soldiers and guarding the Empire, 
while those vai'sity bucks merely preened upon their bookish 
lore. • Still ho " began to fool myself wanting in even the 
vaguest knowledge about many large ‘spheres of thought." ^ 
Wiwin he heai'd words like “ ethics ” or the " Socratio me- 
thod ” he felt completely bowled over. “ Who was Socra- 
tes, anyhow ? ” he wondered. 

And so the boy who was the despair of his teachers, 
and almost the sorrow of his father — Lord Randolph Chur- 
chill had solemnly warned him on the eve of his joining 
Sandhurst against becoming “ a social wastrel ” — suddenly 
plunged himself in his twenty-third year into the sea of 
learning. While his companions enjoyed their siesta in the 
afternoon or sat under the punkah swopping bawdy stories, 

1 My Marly Lift p. 123 
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Winston diligently dovotod liiinself to the wooing oI tlio 
goddess oC learning. 

Ho browsed over the widest fields in his inlellectnal 
pursuit. Gibbon’s “Declino and Fall of the Homan Kmpire”, 
Macaulay’s Jlislory and Essays, Plato’s “ Republic ”, Aristo- 
tle’s “ Politics ”, Darwin’s “Origin of the Species”, Malthus’s 
, “ Theory of Population ”, Leclry’s “ Rise and Influence of 
Rationalism” — all these and many more he steadily 
devovired during the three years he was in India. These 
were no doubt heavy victuals to take on an almost empty 
stomach but hia digestion does not soem to have suffered 
in the process. Ohurohill admits, however, that it was a 
curions education for two reasons, “ Firstly, what 1 got, I 
hit; secondly because I had no one to tell mo : This is 
discredited."^ 

Bangalore, rather than llariow or Sandhursl, can (hiis 
.legitimately claim to have laid the Coundalions of the future 
greataaobs of Chuvohiif. The mind of <ho soldier who had 
como 

Sdvmoim'e east of Sms, iolm-p ihn best is like the irnrsi, 

Where there aren’t no Ten Ooinnuindmenfs an’ n man 
can raise u thirst " 

was growing out of his uniform. He had raised a th,irsl 
mainly for knowledge and he was birsy quenching ii wilh 
the help of the bnlky pai'cols of books which his fond 
mother sent by every mail from London. His horiaon be- 
gan to extend beyond the parade ground. 

During the first world war, when Churchill did a spell nf 
active service following his resignation from the Admiralty, 
he seems to have been momentarily fired by visions of 
military glory. Lord Oxford has noted that his political 
career then appeared nothing to him in comparison with it. 

1 Ibid. p. 127 
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In Bangalore, thoxigh be "was a prof essional soldier following 
the footsteps of his illnstrions forbear, the Great Duke of 
Marlborough, he seems to have been singularly free from 
any such martial ambitions. His adventurous spirit no 
doubt always led him to the nearest battle-field, but it was 
more for some spirited fun than •because of "ancestral 
voices prophesying war. ” 

The Indian, reader will have noticed with some surprise 
that in*the foregoing list of authors, there is not a single one 
who could give a young cavalry officer the least insight into 
the histox'y of India. It would have been thought that a 
mind so voracions and penetrating as Churchill’s would take 
some pains to study the country whose hospitality he 
enjoyed for three long years. But his education on India 
began with Macaulay's essays on Robert Clive and Warren 
Hastings — the founders of the British Empire in India— 
and ended with the " Barraolc-room BaUUda’* aud “ Dtspart- 
mentat Ditties ” of Kipling, the Empire's most illustrious 
poetrlattreate. 

NO introduction, to India can he more unfortunate to a , 
foreignei’ than, ithe writings of Macanlay on' Indian subjects. 
Sweeping dennhclations of a people and monstrous distort- 
ions of historical happenings become the more dangerous 
whfln they are clothed in a scintillating style like his. The 
; fatal charm of the essayist's narrative blinds the reader to his 
reeking prejudices and perversions, and the mischief is all the 
greater when it is a youn^ and avid mind like dhurchilTs 
which is doing the reading. We oan well see what impr^i ■ 
ioas the yourig Lieutenant must have' derivecl about: & 
ppuntry in whi:oh h0 was living when he read that IMian 
culture aud leariiihg consisted of “ inedioal dbctoiuds that 
would disgrace an English fatrier,' astronomy- that would 
move laughter in' girls at- an EhgUah . boarding ichdoh': 
history abbiinding in kings thirty feet highhu^ reigflS thitty 
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thousand years lonft and fieoeraphy made 0/ seas of trcaelo 
and seas of butter.” 

A single shelf of good European library, summed up 
Macaulay, -was worth the whole native literature of India 
and Arabia ! Nowhere is Macaulay’s fatal propensity to 
massacre a fact for the turn of a phraso more glaringly 
exhibited than in his essays on Clive and Hastings. They 
were the intellectual windows through which Churchill 
peeped at India’s past, while immediately present uround 
him were the dusky and obsequious men who walked stra- 
ight out of Kipling's poems. Churchill thus knew India 
only as a quaint world crowded with Surajah Dowlahs and 
Meer Jaffers, Omichnnds and Nuncomars, Gunga Dina and 
Boh Da Thones, with Black Holes and Pagoda Trees, with 

Bloomin' idols made o' mud — 

Wot thei) called the Great Giitt'd Bitdti. 

For all one can see, it is how he knows her still I ITo has 
left it on record that “ I accepted all Macaulay wroto aa 
gospel, It was decades later when ho planned his own 
magnum opus on Marlborough (whom Macaulay has not 
spared — much to the grief of his <lcscondant) that he jealis- 
od that this historian was “ the pidnco of literary rogues. ” 
But by then it was too late to repair the mischief doui^ so 
far' aa India was concerned. India had already hooomo 
Obnrchill’s blind-spot. 

Paradoxical as It may appear, it was the pen rather than 
the^ sword which served Chm'chill as the introduction to 
most of his active military assignments. A Lieutenant 4 }£ 
the 4 th Queen’s Own Hussars stationed at Bangalore in the 
south had no business to involve himself in trouble «n the 
remote North-West Frontier. Churchill, however, got him- 
self attached to the Malakand Field Force, which was going 
1 IlM, p. 126 
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on one of those ever-reciwring expeditions against thS 
Frontier tribesmen, not as a regular combatant but as a ■war 
correspondent t In those specious days an army officer could 
act as a -war correspondent and even vice versa and Chur- 
chill’s style -would not therefore be cramped in the new 
role. On the contrary he had an opportunity to wield both 
pen and sword simnltaneously. 

« 

His assiduous reading had given him confidence in the 
use of ■words, which he so long lacked, and his new-gained 
knowledge came in handy when he was commissioned as a 
correspondent* of the Pimeer, Allahabad, and the Daily 
Telegraph, London. It is unnecessary to go into the details 
of the operations in which Churchill was engaged in a 
dual capacity. Suffice it to say that not only did Lieutenant 
Churchill prove an excellent war correspondent hut bo -was 
also raentionod in despatches for his courage and resolution 
and for making himself “ useful at a critical moment ”. 

Tho favourable reception accorded to his despatches 
from the front* which appeared anonymously as " From a 
young Oflficor,” encouraged Chiirohill to build a hook on 
theii' foundation. He dovoted tho closing months of 1897 
to tjiat task and it was published early next year. It was 
not tho age of the typewriter and Mr. David Kon^r, the 
assistant who wrote in long hand the first draft of the hook, 
is happily still living in Bangalore, Mr. Konar recalls Lt. 
Churchill as a quiet young manj “ but ho did work and 
Mi\ Konar often worked with him until the early hours of 
the morning and they would start again before breakfast.’’^ 

. It may be mentioned here that inspired by the success 
of his first book, Churchill also wrote a full-length novel 
on a Jtnritanian theme during his stay in Bangalore. He 
found this “ much quicker work than the accurate chronicle 
of facts.” -Savrola was first published as a serial in 

1 Article in the Sunday Statesman of Colontte. 
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Macmillan's Magazine and lator went, thrmisli a ninnlior of 
editions. Thotmh this livsfc and last essay in ticiioiv-writins 
bronsM the author a tidy sura of money, ho has '‘consis- 
tently nrfiod my friends to abstain fi’Oiu rcadius it.”'' 


CHAPTER III 

THE BUDDING IMPBRiaUST 

“ TME Story of the Mainland Field Force : Art Episode 
of Frontier War ” by Winston L. S. Churchill, Lieutenant, 
the 4th Queen’s Own Iluss.'irg, is quite a suhslantial A'olnine of 
.S36 pages, considering the minor naiitro of the ciiKagemont 
Young Churchill naturally toot his first wav seriously and 
the book is a worthy forerutmor of the ilvo huge tiunos of 
World Crisis, which givo the Ohurchlllian version of World 
War I. TJncharitable critics nioknamod tho hook “ A SubaU 
tern’s Tips to Cenevals”. Nor was Obnrchill leas freo 
■with his advice to high civilian ofTicora, for ho has dovolod 
the last chapter to a discussion ol tho Frontier Policy wiiioh 
is a sort of King Charles’s Head in tho Imperial Govommont. 

Nevertheless the MalaJeand Field Force proved a plte- 
nomenal snocess. Revio'wera vied with ojxo another in its 
praise and the proud author received a letter of congratu- 
lations fi-om the Prince of Wales himself. The Prime 
Minister, Lord Salisbury, also invited Churchill to compli- 
ment him personally. Above everything else, the hook had 
earned for the young author in a few months two years* 
pay as a subaltern I “If this would pass muster,” reflected 
the Knight of the Pen, “there was lots more whore it came 
from, and I felt a ne-w way of making a living and of asser- 

1 My Maiiy life p. 169 
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tinR luyself, oponina splendidly ont' before nie.”-^ Tliei^ 
and- Uien Ohuvchill derided to cbnok liia job at the first 
opportunily and set np indepoudently on bis own 
in England. 

There are few Churchill fans, lot alone general readers, 
■who care to peruse the Matakand Field Force to-day. E'ven 
his biographer's soem to give it a wide berth. That is the 
fault neither of the author nor of the book but of the 
subject. Against the global dimensions of the two world 
■wars, a scrimmage on the Frontier looks like a stable brawl. 
This does not detract in any way from tho excellence of 
Churchill’s first literary offspring. As a military narrative 
it is <inilo a competent piece of work over which the author 
had obviously taken considerable pains. 

Tho shadows of Gibbon and Macaulay lie heavily over 
the pages of tho Malukand Field Force. I’absagos after 
P'dssages rood I the sonorous sweep and philosophical re- 
flections of tho former and tho brilliant antitheses and 
piolurosquo allusions of llio lallor. Tho surprise is not that 
tho imoduoatod subaltern idayod tho sedulous ape to those 
two masters, but that at the very first attempt he rolled off 
his jioriads with such consummate case and fluency. Here 
is a description of the blood feuds of the Pathana : 

• " Tribe wars with ti’ibe. Tlio people of one valley fight 

with those of tho next. And to the quarrels of communities 
aro added the combats of individuals. Khan assails 
Khan, each supported by his retainers. Every tribesman 
has a blood feud with his neighbour. Every man’s hand is 
^gainst the other, and all against the stranger. Nor are 
these struggles conducted with the weapons which usually 
belojig to tho races of such development. To the ferocity of 
the Zulu are added the craft of the Bedskin and the marks- 
manship of the Boer.” ® 

1. Ibid. Page J70 2 Malakand IW, Miree pp. 4-6 
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I' Read again tho followiiiR opi'iiins ol a clmpter reveul- 
ingly titled “ The Light o£ Aaia ” : 

“Few flpoctacleain nature are so mournful, and binistor, 
as the implacable cruelty with which a -wounded animal is 
pursued by its fellows. Perhaps it is due to a cold aiul 
bracing climate, perhaps to a Christian civilization, that the 
Western peoples of the world ba-ve to a great extent risen 
above these low original instincts. Among Europeans power* 
provokes antagonism and -weakness excites pity. All Is 
different in the East. Beyond Suez the bent of inon's mind 
is such that safety lies only in success and peace in pros- 
perity. All desert the falling. All inrn upon the fallen.” ^ 
Macaulay complete with his malice I 
If the dashing stylo of the Malalcand Field Fom re- 
calls Macaulay, the great essayist of the nineteenth century, 
its political asides anticiimto Ohurohill, the great Tinperinlist 
of the twentieth century. And tins i.s what gives the Ijook 
such an extraordinary interest in the eyes of Indian readeis. 
One would havo expected an unschooled axdiuUoru, with his 
passion for polo and snch a proclivity to rush into every 
passing scrape, to leave politics severe ly alone. Military 
men have a proverbial contempt for politics and politicians. 

Churchill was an exception. Though Mrilnkurtd Field 
Force is a military history, it opervs and ends with an impe- 
rialistic flourish and is freely interspersed with political 
oTnier dicta. In the preface the author observes ! “ The 
impartial critic will at least admit that I have not insulted 
the British public by writing a party pamphlet on a great 
Imperial question.” 

He proceeds at the end of the first chapter to state his 
object in -writing the book j • 

“ These pages may serve to record the actions of brave 
and ekilfnl men. They may throw a sidelight on the great 
1 XtAd, p, 222 



THE BHDBISG IMPEHIAI-IST 


15 


drama of frontier -war. They may describe an episode in 
that ceaselosa Btrugplo for empire which seems to be the 
perpetual inheritance of our race. They may amuse an idle 
horn*. But the ambition I shall associate with them is that 
in some measure, however small, they may stimulate that 
growing interest which the Imperial Democracy of England 
is beginning to take in those great estates that lie beyond 
the sea, o£ which they are the proprietors or the trustees.’’^ 

Thpngh yonng, Chnrohill was conversant with all the 
tricks of Imperialism. Even then he knew the value of the 
ancient Roman maxim Divide et Impera (Divide and Rule). 
Talking about the Indian Army he fell it “comfortable to 
reflect ” that both the Sikh and the Pathan were among the 
soldiers oC the Queen t “The Sikh was originally invented 
to combat the Palhan. Ilis religion, was designed to he 
diametrically opposed to Mahommedanism.- It wus a shmvd 
not of policy. Fanaticism was mot by fanaticism. Religions 
abhorrence was adcied to racial hatred.”® 

1 f the Sikh reader of those days must have been sho- 
cked by the soldier-author’s interpretation of the faith that 
the meat Nanak founded, the Pathan had still less reason to 
compljmeut liimtelf. (ikurchill had not developed in those 
lar-away days his love for the “groat Muslim minority” 
(asj^ oounterpoiso to the Indian Kational Congress) and 
heie is how he apostrophised Islam in his best Gibbon ian. 
manner : 

“ It was originally propagated by the sword, and ever 
sinoe, its votaries have been subject, above the people of all 
other creeds, to this form of madness. In a moment the 
fruits of patient toil, the pi-ospects of material prosperity, 
the £e«a* of death itself, are flung aside. The more emotional 
Pathans are powerless to resist. All rational considerations 
are forgotten. Seizing their weapons, they become Qhazis'— 

1. JMd. p. 14 2 . Jiki, p. 279 



IG 


OHtmCIIILL’S BUNn-'irOT : INDIA 


as dangerous and os sonsiblo as umd dogs : fit only to be 
treated as such !!’’*• 

“ Thus civilization is confronted with militant Mahoni- 
medanism. Tbo forces of progress clash wilb Ihoso of 
reaction. The religion of blood and war is face to face with 
that of peace. Luckily the i-eligion of peace is nsiially 
belter armed.”® Hardly could the author have foreseen 
that within two decades the European nations following 
“the religion of peace” were to indulge in an orgy of 
slaughter which sent eight million souls to kingdom come or 
that this record was still to bo bettered by them in World 
War II, 

Winston Churchill was a shrewd observer. His short 
experience of the frontier campaign made him quickly 
realise that when it comes to actual lighting, the Indian 
Bopoy, whether Pathan, Sikh or any other is as good as, if 
not l)ottor than, the average British tommy. TIo felt that the 
latter was generally loo young when lio was draflod to India 
to compote on equal terras with the former. “ young as 
they are, thoir superior wmpous and the imstige of the 
dowinanl race enable them to maintain thoir superiority over 
the native troops. But in the present war aevmil incidents 
have occured, unimportant, insignificant, it is true, but which, 
in the interest of Imperial expediency are better forgotten, 

“The native regiments are ton years older than the 
British regiments. Many of their men have seen service 
and have been under fire. Some of them have several 
medals. All, of course, are habituated to tho natural condi» 
tions. It is evident how many advantages they enjoy. is 
also apparent how very serious tlte donsequenoes wottld he if 
they imagined they possessed any superiority. That mch an 
assumption should even be possible is a menace to our very 
existence in India,”® 

1. Xbtd. p. 40 2, Ml. p. 41 8. M. p. 297 
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This budding Imperialist! oven thought of his favourite 
polo as a weapon in the rulers’ armoury and as an excellent 
medium for strengthening the good relations between the 
Indian Princes and the British officers. "It may seem 
strange to speak of polo as an imperial factor, but it would 
not be the first time in history that national games have 
played a part in high politics.”^ Not for nothing did the 
old adage warn those who were invited to sup with the 
devil to,pi’ovide themselves with long spoons I 

It goes without saying that Churchill heartily approved 
of what is known as the forward Policy on the frontier, 
though " it is unfortunate for the tribesmen that our spheres 
of influence clash with their spheres of existence. " Such 
moral scruples were of no use once the Rubicon was crossed. 
" The Pull steam ahead method would be undoubtedly the 

most desirable .Military rule is the rule best suited to the 

oharacter and comprehension of the tribesmen.”® The 
British Government of those days was not, however, in the 
mood to find either the money or the troops to carry out 

such 0 vigorous policy. “ The inevitable alternative is a 

system of gradual advance, of political intriyue among the 

tribes, of subsidies and small expeditions From a general 

survey of the people and the country, it would seem, that 
silver makes a better weapon than steel.”® 

This is how the author concludes the book : 

“ The year 1897, in the annals of the British people, was 
marked by a declaration to the whole world of onr faith in 
the higher destinies of onr race. If a strong man, when the 
wii^e sparkles at the feast, and the lights are bright, boasts of 
his prowess, it is well he should have an opportunity of 
showing in the cold and grey of the morning, that he is no 
idle braggart. And unhorp arbiters, with a wider know- 
ledge and a more developed intelligence, may, not im- 
1. ma. p. 231-32 2. Ibid. p. 311 a Ibid. pp. 311-12 


2 



IS 


OHXJRCHIliL’rt lUilNI)-81*OT : INDIA 


probably traco in rooonl ovoiils, the intluonco of Ihar 
mystieriona Power, which, direotiii}? the prom't'Ua of onr 
speoiee, and rognlatin{> the rke and full of onipircs, has 
found a needed opportunity Cor a people, of whom at least 
it may be said that they have added to the happiness, the 
learning and the liberties of mankind.” 

This may appear to the irreverent reader a tall order on 
the mysterious Power but the fact that Churchill, who had just 
tni-ned twenty-three, was capable of dishing out such |)Iachia- 
vellian dicta, garnished with the usual sauotimonious Impci’ial 
sauce, throws a flood of light on all his snbsequent career. 
The echo of those precocious pronouncements made in the 
Cavalry Barracks of Bangalore in 1897 was to bo heard 
across the oceans, after four and half decades, in thu Mnnsion 
House of London. Churchill the subaltorn may not have 
been sure whether tho liui)erinl Democracy of Knglaud is 
the proprioLor or trusleo of those gwat ('Stulca that lie boyond 
the sea. Ohnrchill the Prime Minister knew. Like the 
crack of doom fell his words on Iho ours of a world which 
believed itself to bo fighting for democracy and froodojn : 
WE BOLD WHAT WE HAVE! 

CHAPTER IV 

«PH1THPUL, TH©CGH UNPORTCNmtP”* 

I am cm intellectual eJmp 

And thinJe of things that ivould astonish you, 

I often think it is comical. 

How nature always does contrive 
That every hoy and every gal 
That’s horn into the world alive. 

Is either a Little Liberal, 

Or else a Big Oonservative. 

— Old 'Tory Song 

* Xbis is the heraldic motto of Ohurohill-- Pero)Deediehado. 
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BEING the grandson of a Dnke, it was not in the least * 
■comiual that Winston Ohupohill shonld begin life as a Big 
Conservative, though subsequently he was to become a 
Little Liberal for twenty long years. The reader who has 
followed the career of Churchill so far will nevertheless 
wonder how this young fellow, who until a couple of years 
earlier felt bewildered by teims like “ Ethics ” and “ The 
Socratic Method ”, should step forth -in his very first book 
as a full-blooded Imperialist, like Athena springing out of 
the head of Zeus. Macaulay may account for his style and 
even for his prejudices. But deeper influences must have 
been at work to make Ohm'ohill such a devout believer in 
‘‘the higher destinies of our race”, “its perpetual inherit- 
ance ”, “ The Imperial Democi’acy of England ” and such 
other jingo claptrap, which he gushed forth at the very first 
opportunity. 

That influence can be traced directly to his father. Lord 
Eandolph Olmrchill. Little is known to the present gene- 
ration of the meteoric rise and fall of that brilliant person- 
ality in the eighties, though Winston Churchill has paid his 
filial debt with two bulky volumes of Lord Randolph’s 
biography. Rather and son came in intimate contact rarely 
in Winston's juvenile and adolescent years and Lord 
Randolph’s premature demise deprived him of the paternal 
guidance on the very eve of manhood. 

As BO often happens, thervery lack of free and easy 
relations between father and son and their early severance, 
left the deepest impress on Winston’s mind. “.I took my 
politics almost unquestioningly from him,”^ wrote Churchill 
of his father many years later. During Lord Randolph's 
life-time he worshipped him from afar and after his death 
“ there remained for me only to pursue his aims and' vindi- 
cate his memory.”® 

1 Thmtgkta ani Ainait'iin'ea p. 62 2 My Ba/riy p. ?6 
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Winston Ohtirchilll ■was not the first scion of Marl, 
borough either to set foot on Indian soil or to devote atten- 
tion “ to the land and tho people of Ilindoslan, that most 
truly bright and precious gem in the erown of tho Queen. 
That honour and this phrase (which is often erroneously 
attributed to Winston ) belong to his father Lord Randolph 
Churchill. If few people in India remember that Prime 
Minister Churchill spent three years of hia life in their midst 
at the turn of the century, fewer still know that hi% father 
visited this country as a cold weather tourist in 1884-85, or 
that he acted as the Secretary of State for India during the 
latter half of 1885. 

Lord Randolph Churchill can indeed claim to be the 
last of tho Empire-Builders, for it was he who was primarily 
responsible for the annexation of Burma to tho British 
Empire on the let of January 1880. During his visit Lord 
Randolph did all the regulat^n rounds : tiger hunting on an 
elephant, the Taj by moonlight, the Stales with thoir fire- 
works and nauloh girls. Besides this, soon after his 
arrival in Bombay he had a long interview with eight 
of the leading “ native ” politicians in which they sot forth 
with great ability their various griovances*’’ This is interest- 
ing in view of the fact that preliminary diBoussions for 
founding the Indian National Congress were taking place at 
that time. Soon after hiS return homo, Lord Randolph took 
charge of the India Office at that time, with the exception 
of the Foreign Office, the most anxious and important of 
ministerial jposts.”® In Benares, he was fascinated by the 
gory spectacle of the burning ghats and readers will finddn 
the following quotation from one of his letters an apt illustra- 
tion of his biting wit, which is inherited in full measare by 
his son ; “ Any Hindu who dies at Benares and whose 
ashes are thrown into the Canges, goes right hang up to- 

1 I/)rA Rati&tAph Olmrokdl Tol. 1 p, 567 2 lUd.'g, 426 
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heaven -without stopping* no matter ho-w great a rascal he 
may have been. I think the Q. 0. M. ought to come here; 
it is his last chance.”^ 

Lord Randolph's tenure of office was too brief to be 
memorable. The beginning of his regime as the Grand 
Moghul in Whitehall was rather shaky. His many exploits 
on the floor of the House and outside had won for him the • 
nickname of “ Cheeky Randy ” ( among many others ). In 
spite of this, he confessed to a friend after his first meeting 
of the India Council that he had felt “ like .an Eton boy 
presiding at the meeting of the Masters". This proved only 
a momentary , weakness and soon he had his grip on the 
India Office as well as India, which he exhibited when he 
nnoaramoniouBly rejected the suggested appointment of the 
Duke of Connaught to the Command of\ the Bombay Army 
( which was then an independent unit ) in spite of 
the August Mother’s own wish and the support of both the 
Prime Minister and the Governor-General. 

The new Secretary of State soon began to lay about him 
vigorously and his vigour was injected into all spheres of 
Indian administration. In his Budget speech on August 6, 
1885, Tie created a first-olasB sensation by elaborately indicting 
the administration of Lftrd Ripon, the previous Yiceroy : 
"I "Sound in it not one redeeming feature. Indian interests 
were so clumsily, so stupidly, handled that progress has been 

thrown back almost for. a generation I disown and 

repudiate on behalf of the present Government all respon- 
sibility of any sort or kind for that policy and I hold up 
tHht Vioeroyalty and the Government responsible for it to 
the censure and the condemnation of the Briti^ and Indian 
peoplS.”” This is probably the first and the last instance 

1 iiiitt;. p. 668 Tory Lord Bandolph VM the inveterate adversary 
of Gladstone, the Grand Old Man of the Liberals. 

2 jm.p,4,97 
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in history ■when a Viceroy -was jmbliely ohastiscd by a Socro. 
tary ot State, though it is obvions that the liorco pmty 
passions of those days innsb have had not a little to do 
with such an amazing contretemps. 

Nor did he spare tho members o£ Parliament them- 
selves. “ It would appear as if members of Parliament of 
the present generation considered Indian afiCairs to be either- 
beneath their attention or above their comprehension, and 
India is apparently left to pursue its destiny alone — some 
might even think unoared for — as far as Parliament is 
concerned. That was not always the oase.”^ 

“ I would ask those who hear me to join in an appeal 
to the members of the new Parliament to shake thomsolves 
free from the lassitude, the carelessnoss, the apathy, which 
have too long characterised the attitude of Parliament to- 
wards India. I would ai>peal to theni to watch with tho 
most sedulous attention, to develop with tho most anxious 
care, to guard with the most united and undying resolution, 
the land and the people of Hindostan, that most truly bright 
and precious gem in tho crown ot the Queen, tho possossion 
' of which, more than that of all your Colonial dominions, 
has raised in powers in resource, in wealth end in authority 
this small island home of ours far above the lovel of the 
majority of nations and of States — ^haa placed it on an equa- 
lity with, perhaps oven in a position of superiority oyer, 
every other Empire either of ancient or of modern time.’’® 
Biographers of Churchill will seize this parental 
adjuration as a searchlight to illumine the obscurantist 
Indian policy which he has followed all through his life- 
Hfc has never been a martyr to the value of consistency. 
His political career has been a living sermon on the 
famous Emersonian text: "A foolish consistency is the 
hobgoblin of little minds.” Like the akin of the chameleon 
I Zlla. p. 497 2 Ibui. p. 498 
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it has sported ditfovent Imes at different times. Since his» 
political baptism at Oldham in 1809 he has stood on the 
hnstinas with variegated party labels on his lapels. Begin- 
ning as a trne-blno Conservative, he has rnng freqnent 
changes as a Tory Democrat, Unionist, Free Trader, Liberal, 
Coalition Liberal, Liberal Free Trader, Anti-Sociali&l, Con- 
stitntionalist, again a Conservative and since May 1940 as 
tbc head of the National Government. 

Bjtt the standard of Imperial Democracy which Chur- 
chill raised in Bangalore in 1897, long beforo he entered 
politics, has never been hauled down in spite of all this 
stormy passage through various parties and principles. He 
has treasured it as a sacred legacy of his father. The echoes 
of his father’s command “ to watch, develop and guard that 
most truly bright and precious gom in the crown of the 
Qneon” still ring in his ears in the midst of a global arma- 
geddon when ho rises in the House to make his rare state- 
ments on what is colled tho Indian situation. Winston 
Churchill has been faithful to his father, though it has all 
been unfortunate for the 400 million people of India and 
may be — history may prove — for himself too. 

Jn the sniuraer of 1899 Chxarohill resigned his commis- 
sion and said good-bye to India. He still nursed his 
dislocated shoulder but his three years’ stay in India had 
otherwise proved fruitful for him. He had outgrown his 
youthful exuberance and begun to entertain the ambitions 
of' manhood. His martial appetite was quenched with the 
spells of fighting on the Frontier and the Sondan and he 
l^ad learnt anew in his own person the truth of the old 
saying that the pen is mightier than the sword— apart from 
being far more paying !' 

He came to India as a soldier and returned as an 
author. India had no doubt to hear plenty of his sabre- 
rattling in later years but so far as he could see then, he 
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had shaken the dust of this country off his feet for good. 
He had to write his boobs and earn some money, to get 
himself elected to the House of Commons and make a name. 
He had to follow the footsteps of his great father, to pursue 
his aims and vindicate his 'memory, perhaps to win the 
highest crown of British publio life, which he had so cruelly 
missed. 

All this he proceeded to accomplish with the greatest 
ease and success. He finished his Biver War, the book on 
the Soudan campaign which he had begun in India ; made 
two nnsuceessful attempts at bye-elections ; enjoyed a much 
publicised interlude as a war correspondent in the Boer war ; 
got himself elected to Parliament from the Oldham consti- 
tuency in 1900 5 went on lecture toni'S in Britain and the 
United States and banked a modest nest-egg of £ 10,000. 
Not a bad record for a young man of twenty-six 1 It is in- 
teresting to note that a journalist whom he mot on tho home- 
bound steamer from India had hailed him as ** tho youngest 
man in Europe. At the rate he goes, there will hardly ho 
room for him in Parliament at thirty or in England at 
forty,” Pew prophecies have been so brilliantly, if belatedly, 
fulfilled. ^ 

Churchill took his seat in 1901 in the first Parlia- 
ment of King Edward VII. He lost no lime in making 
his maiden Speech and in his very third appearance in 
the House of Commons he created a sensation hy oppo- 
sing the War OflBloe scheme of army reforms which entail- 
ed a new expenditure of thirty million. In his speech 
he feelingly recalled the “ half-forgotten episode ” whop 
a former Ohanoellor of the Exchequer had resigned because 
the Service estimates were not reduced and ba^rded 
“ to lift the tattered flag I found lying on a stricken field. ” 
This was a very serious thing to do for a new member and 
it strikingly revealed that Ohurchill’s loyalty to his father 
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'waa greater than that to hia party, tor that Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was none other than Lord Eandolph himself. 

From 1899 when, he bade hia farewell to India to the 
year 1929 when he raised the war-cry of “ Empire in 
danger,” Churchill does not seem to have excessively 
interested himself in Indian affairs. Of course, for a good 
many of those thirty years, he was a member of the British 
Government, In fact, except for two years in the early 
twentiqp, he was continuously associated with the Cabinet 
in one capacity or other ever since he became Under- 
secretary for Colonies in 1905 until 1929, when ho re- 
linquished the Chancellorship of the Exchequer on the 
fall of the Conservative Government. 

He can thus claim to have participated in all the 
schemes of constitutional reform which were adnrnbrated 
during tlxis memorable period — the Morley-Minto Eoforms 
of 1908, the Montford Reforms of 1919 and the still-bom 
Simon Commission proposals of 1929. This is indeed a 
unique achievement, for the first sohemo was the offspring 
of a Liberal Goveimment, the second the darling of a Coali- 
tion Government, while the third was a bastard begotten by 
a Tory Government out of a Liberal. Winston Ohurohill 
who had boxed the,political compass within a score of yea^, 
was^rosent at all those deliveries. 

The shadow of the young soldier who quitted India’s 
shores in 1899 has thus been constantly hovering over her 
sinbe then. In his constitutional capacity as a member of 
Parliament, Churchill must have kept his interest in " the 
gr^t estates beyond the sea” in which he gambolled for 
three delightful years of his life. But he seems to have 
been content to trust the man in charge to do his job, to let 
well alone. He did not develop the itch to guide India’s 
destinies with his own hands until 1929 — though it had to 
remain unsatisfied for another decade until he joined 
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Neville Chamberlain’s Government on the morrow of ihe 
second world war. There is not a single roferpucc to 
Churchill either in the Cotmtess ot Minlo’a fanions Tndia ; 
Minto and Morley or in Ndwin Monlagn’s intimate Indian 
Diary — two boohs which give revealing back-stage glimpses 
into Indo-British relations dnring the first two decades of 
this century. 


CHAPTER V 

LBSS0NS m LIBERALISM 

THOUGH it is a stirring story in itself, the rise of 
Winston Ohnrohill to the office of an Undor-Recretary at ,11, 
within six years of- his election to the Commons, and his 
subsequent great achiovomonta do not form part of the 
present narrative, We have idrendy seen that atior tnWng 
his seal he lost no lime in “ lilting the tattered Hag which 
he found lying on a stricken field,” IIo also made occasional 
references to Imperial Democracy — the phrase which ho 
first nsed in hiS preface to The Mnlakand Field jporoe — 
which fell upon the ears of the Tory bonohes as a faint 
echo of Lord Randolph ChnrcbilTs “ Tory Demooraoy.” 

Before he could flourish his full-blooded. Imperialism, 
however, an event occurred which was to set the ship of his 
career in a different direction. In 1904 amidst the cries of 
‘‘ Rat ” from Tory ranks, Winston Chnrohill crossed the 
floor and cast his lot with the Liberal opposition. It was a 
daring, decisive break with the past, for a person of Ohur- 
ohill’s past, though much of its sting was taken out by the 
return of the prodigal to tho ancestral fold twenty years 
later. At the time it was viewed by his friends as an intelli- 
gent anticipation of the landslide in the ensuing General 
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Election, and the Liberals ■welcomed tbe Tory renegade ■with 
open arms. 

It was a brilliant company in which Churchill found 
himself ; Morley, Asquith, Lloyd George, Halden, Grey 
— each a host in himself, each a leading light of the Liberal 
party. The Tory convert had to put himself on his best 
behaviour among his new fx*iends, and not do too much 
of the flag-waving or tub-th'umping of which he gave such 
an exhibition in his first book. The British Liberals, unlike 
the Tories who stick to the shadow as well as to the 
substance, are content only with the substance. They do 
not use the word Imperialism in its vulgar, grabbing sense. 
It is used only in a benevolent context on high occasions. 
And lately it is being discai’ded altogether in favour of the 
impeccable term OommomucaZth, No, the word is not the 
thing with enlightened Englishmen. 

Churchill took his first lessons in Liberalism from 
John Morley. The young neophyte could not have found 
a more vonernblo Guru. This Nestor of British Liberalism 
was the spiritual offspring of John Stuart Mill, the political 
successor of Gladstone ( oven though he never adorned 10, 
Dowjjiing Street,) and the world-famous biographer of 
those great prophets of the French Revolution — Diderot, 
VoDAire, Rousseau. Chui'chill knew him since 1896 and 
theii' acquaintance soon grew into a lively comradeship at 
the Cabinet table. Morley had a soft corner for the son 
of his old friend. Lord Randolph Churchill, though he 
“ now and then mistakes a frothy bubble for a great wave. 
A^patornal benignity on the part of tbe elder statesman 
and a respectful admiration from the side of the younger 
colleague helped to bridge the gulf of thirty-five years 
separating them. 

In the invulnerable armour of Morley’s liberalism there 

1. Lord Morley Seodllaotiom Yol. II p, 304 
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■was only one little chink — India I In his " gilded Pagoda ” 
at the India Office he was ns blind to democracy as any 
noon-day owl. That massive mind, nurtured on the pure 
milk of Burke and Mill and Bright, was capable of the moat 
absurd fallacies and of the most grievous violence to his 
principles when dealing with Indian issues. Listen to this 
outburst when ha heard a member of Parliament remark 
that whatever is good in the way of self-government for 
Canada must be good for India : “ That is the most, concise 
statement that I can imagine, of the grossest fallacy in all 

politics. It is a thoroughly dangerous fallacy Ton might 

just as well say that, because a fur coat in Canada at certain 
times of the year is a truly comfortable garment, therefore 
a fur coat in the Deccan is just the very garment that you 
would be delighted to wear.’”’ 

Morley was the first high priest of the policy of reforms 
v(itU one hand and firm rule with the other, which his suo- 
cessors are devotedly following ever since. It can truly bo 
said of him that his right hand did not know whul his left 
' was doing I Nor did reforms in the Morley sonse ever 
envisage the introduction of popular government in India. 
Ho categorically observed : “ K my exlsteuoo, either, offici- 
ally or corporeally, were prolonged twenty times longer 
than either of them is likely to bo, a Parliamentary system 
in India is not at all the goal to which I would for one 
moment aspire.” * No wonder that the cult of terrorism 
thrived in the darkness that then prevailed in India under 
this lamp of Liberalism shining in Whitehall. 

Morley is dwelt upon at some length here because* of 
his great influence on the political evolution of Churchill — an 
influence which the latter has often warmly acknowledged. 
The association of such a savant must have enlightened and 
broadened a mind which till then was striking its roots and 

l XnMan Speeches pp. 35-6 . 2 Ibid. p. 62 
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throwing its branches, impelled by its own native vigour, < 
but without any proper intellectual nourishment. As far 
as India is concerned, however, this contact seems purely 
ominous in the retrospect. 

It was one Stygian darkness calling to another Stygian 
darkness. The reactionary views on India, which Ohurchill 
had inherited from his father and which had hardened under 
Macaulay’s influence, became finally ossified during his long 
association with Morley. Not even the terriflo impact of 
two world wars has succeeded in shock-curing Winston 
Ohurchill of this triple legacy. 

Long after Morley’s death, when he was in the thick of 
the fight on the Indian issue, Churchill recalled with an 
appreciative chuckle the lessons he had learnt at the feet of 
the former ; “ At the India Office he ( Morley ) was an 
autocrat and almost a martinet After several years, he 
shaped the first modest proposals for Indian representative 
goverumeut now known as the ‘Morley-Minto Beforms’. 
He, the ardent apostle of Irish self-government, felt no sense 
of oonti'adiclion in declaring his hostility to anything like 
‘ Home Rule for India. ’ 

“<He went out of his way to challenge Radical opinion 
on this issue, and in an impressive speech he warned his 
own supporters of the perils of applying to the vast Indian 
scene the principles which 'he applauded in Ireland and in 
South Africa : ‘ There is, I know, a school of thought who 
say that we might wisely walk out of India, and that the 
Indians can manage their own afliairs better than we can. 
Anyone who pictures to himself the anarchy, the bloody 
chaos that would follow, might shrink from that sinister 
decision.’ 

*' And again : ‘ When across the dark distances, you 
hear the sullen roar and scream of carnage and confusion, 
your hearts will reproach you with what you have done’. 
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A.11 lais thought and ontloob made a slrontt impression upon 
me. But times have ohauROd, ami 1 liave Jived to see tlio 
chiefs of the Conservative Party rush in where Kadical 
Morley feared to tread." ^ 

Nevortholess in the first bloom of his conversion, 
Churchill tried his level best to become a faithful Liberal. 
Soon after he was appointed Under- Secretary of State 
for Colonies, ho del iveied himself of the following demo- 
cratic dicta: “The system of Representative Government 
without responsible ministers with responsible powers has 
led to endless friction and inconvenience whenevor and 
wherever it has been employed.” In 1900 : “ It is the same 
in politics as it is in war. When one crest line has been 
loft, it is necessary to go to tbo next. To bait ImlJway in 
the valley between is to court swift and ccvliun destruction 
and the moment yon liavo abandoned Dio safe poHiliou of a 
Crown Colony GovorniuontorGovi'rium'ntwilb an adequate 
nominated majority, there is no stopping place whatever on 
•which you may rest tbo solo of your lent, until you como to 
a responsiblo Legislative Assembly with an oxecutlvo obey- 
ing that Assembly.” 

It seems odd to-day that such nnoxcnptiouablo words 
should have fallen irom the lips of Churchill nearly four 
docades ago. However, the occasional references to bimnin 
W, 8. Blunt’s Diaries — a book which is not as well-known 
in this country as it deserves to be — reveal that in his 
new-found zeal for Liberalism, Churchill was not then afraid 
to dally with the most dangerous ideas. Early in 1910 he 
hinted to Blunt : “ I think you may see me yet carry opt 
your ideas meaning, adds the punctilious Diarist. “ my 
anti-imperial ideas” 1 ,, 

More amazing still is the admission made by Churchill 
to the author : “ If they ( Indians ) ever unite against us and 

1. CkorahiU Crvee^ GoTskm^ortMies pp. 84SG 
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put Tis in OovPnU'y all x-onnd, the game would be up. If < 
they agree to have nothing at all to do with us, the whole 
thing would collapse.”^ In similar vein is another conver- 
sation piece: “He (Churchill) admitted, however, that 
India does not pay its expense to us in men or money and 
it seems to me that he would be pretty easily persuaded to let 
it go, were the pressure severe enough. Like most of them, 
it is the vanity of Empire that affects him more than suppos- 
ed pro^t or the necessities of trade, which he repudiates ; 
also, doubtless, his military training counts much in his 
Imperialism. He will come round to me in time.’’* A 
vain hope, though it was frequently expressed by the con- 
scientious Diarist. 

Most revealing of all, is the light thrown on Churchill’s 
attitude to the Indian revolutionary movement, which was 
extremely active during 1906-10. Madan Lai Dhingra, one 
of the members of the India House and a closo associate of 
V. D. Savarkar (then Indian Ilovolntionary No. 1 : at present 
President of tlxe Hindu lilahasabha) shot Sir Ourzon Wyllie, 
the political A. D. C. of tho India OlHoe at a gathering in 
the Imperial Institute, London, on July 1, 1909. Dhingra’s 
aim was “ to shed English blood as a humble protest against 
tho inhuman transportations and hangings of Indian 
youths.”* The murder and Dhingra’s subsequent trial had 
created a great deal of sensation in Britain and Blunt refers 
to it more than once. 

Here is the record of an important conversation under 
date Sunday, October 3, 1909 : “ Among the many memo- 
rable things that Churchill said was this: Talking of Dingra, 
he said that there had been, much discussion in the Cabinet 
about Ijiim. Lloyd George bad expressed to him his highest 
admiration of Dingra’s attitude as a patriot, in which he 

1 W. S. Blunt My Diaries Vol, II p. 281 2 Dfid, p, 287 

3 3, N, Singh Landmarks in Indian Oens^tuUanal and DaUoTiat 

Deeelqptimi p. 388 



32 


OHTriiOniI.Ij’S BUND-srOT ! INDIA 


( OhraohiU ) shared. Ho will be remembered 3,000 years 
benoo, as we remember Regains and Oaractaous and Flula- 
areb’s heroes, and Ohnrchill quoted with admiration Dingra’s 
last words as the finest over made in the name of patriotism. 
Ail the same, he says that he was strongly in favour of the 
law taking its course, even to the extent of refusing to give 
back the body of the hanged man to his friends for their 
own funeral rites. He quite understood that it would 
have been an additional torture to have commuted the 
sentence.”^ 

Before bidding farewell to the Diarist, one must' point 
out in fairness to him that within a few years he confessed 
to be completely disillusioned regarding Churchill changing 
his spots and turning an anti-imperialist. Ho niefnlly 
notes on October 21, 1912 : 

“ Winston is quite changed on these matters from what 
ho was two years ago, when I had hopes of onoouraging him 

to better things. How like his father I, ....One might 

be excused for thinking what is commonly said by the 
Tories, that Winston will one day rolurn to the Tory fold. 
His old connootion with the army and now with tho navy 
has turned his mind back into an ultra-imperialist groove, 
This I think will be a stronger temptation for him than 
any mere intrigue of ambition.”® *. 

Churehill had by this time taken over tho Admiralty 
and all his energies were directed towards one goal — to make 
the navy ready for the wax. With maps and charts spread 
around him, his all absorbing thought was : “What happens 
if war with Germany begins to-day ?” He was In a position 
to give the most satdsfactory answer when that fateful day 
actually dawned. But meanwhile and till the war was won, 
he had laid aside all other occupations. The shady avenues 
of Bangalore and the gaunt hills of the Frontier faded out 

I W. S. Blunt Mg Maries Vol. II p. 288 2 Ibid. p. 417 
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of his memory and he seems noti to have taken any part 
even in the shaping of the Montford Reforms ■which were 
rushed through the -war. 

Perhaps Montag'u himself did not brook any inter- 
ference from his colleagues. His passion then was India as 
Churchill’s was the war, and the latter paid the former a 
graceful compliment in a speech in the Commons in 1920. 

" I was astonished,” observed Churchill, “ by my Bight * 
Honowable friend’s sense of detachment when in the 
supreme crisis of the War, he calmly journeyed to India 
and remained for many months absorbed and buried in 
Indian affairs.” No wonder Montagu succeeded in achiev 
ing in World War I what his successors have so disastrously 
failed to do in World Wai’ II — keeping India tranquil — 
though even he could not satisfy the modest aspirations of 
the Indian people. 


CHAPTER VI 

LBGAGY OP BIRKENHEAD 

THERE is no denying the fact tlrnt Churchill generally 
toed the Montford Reforms line during those days and that 
as a member of the Coalition Government he was fully 
responsible for the policy followed in India. A decade 
later, when he started stumping the country as the evan- 
gelist of “ Firm rule and no nonsense in India ”, he was 
naturally twitted for such a sudden change of front. He 
■was a^ked why, when he was himself a Minister, he should 
have supported the reforms which he was so violently 
opposing now. 

On various occasions Churchill made disingenuous and 
s 
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' generally ftitile attempts to explain away his responsibility 
for tlie Montford ’Reforms, such as it was. He summed up 
his arguments in the introduction to the collection of his 
Speeches on India as follows : “ In those days the 'Wav 
Cabinet was supreme. Its five members alone bore consti- 
tutional responsibility for policy. The Secretaries of State 
and other high functionaries were expressly relieved of 
all responsibility except for the proper discharge of their 

departmental duties It was in this interval that the Act 

of 1919 was framed. It was settled entirely between the 
members of the War Cabinet and the Secretary of Slate for 
India. The vest of the departmental heads were not for- 
mally consulted and had no ground to demand to be taken 

into oounsel.... The War Cabinet wound itself up at 

the end of October and the normol Cabinet met for the first 
time on November 3, 1919. The India Bill had boon in- 
troduced in the House of Commons in the preceding May, 
and had been remitted to a Joint Commilloo of both Iloiises 
from which it had now oraergod as an agreed measure. 
It was eventually passed through its remaining stages with- 
out a division on any cardinal issue,” 

This, however, sounds as an afterthought in view of 
the following remarks of Lord Birkenhead in a lelter to 
Lord Reading ( then Viceroy of India ) dated December 4, 
1934— seven years before Churchill’s apologia quoted above : 
” I think yon know that alone in the Cabinet I distrusted, 
and indeed to some extent opsposed, the Montagu-Ohelmsford 
Report.” ^ It may be pointed out that Birkenhead, like 
Churchill, was not a member of the War Cabinet. 

Indeed, even after the alleged gag was removed, 
Churchill does not seem to have expressed any mi^ivings 
either about the provisions of the Act or about the future 
of ” the great estates beyond the sea, ” in pnblie or in 
1 Fivierie BduAn FaH (f BirkeMeid, The Last Phase by His 
Son p. 245 
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private. On the contrary he always stood loyally by the 
Montford Reforms and took every opportunity to defend 
the Government until the final collapse of the Lloyd George 
Coalition in 1922. Not even in the succeeding two years, 
when Churchiil was thrown out of Parliament and was 
experiencing the first taste of wilderness, did he take the 
least interest in Indian affairs. Possibly in view of his 
being still a Liberal, and the Tories themselves having 
returned to the saddle under Bonar Law. India could not 
have served as a lever for poliUcal come-back as it did 
after 1929 when he could visit all the evils on earth on the 
head of the Socialist Government. 

Thus we find him in July 1920 castigating tho 
notorious General Dyer and condemning the policy of 
frightfulness which had lesulted in the shambles of the 
Jallianwallah Bagh. One may consider this to be a 
■question of sheer humanity, hut it must ho remember- 
ed that oven a Dyor had his defenders in high Tory 
ranks to which Oburohill was to return within four 
years. It is an historic fact that the man who killed 
hundreds of Indians in cold blood was honoured with 
a pupse by- a number of Bribishors. to compensate him 
for the mildest of mild punishments inflicted upon him 
by .the Army Council. 

It was in support of that decision of tho Army 
Council that Churchill spoke in the Commons. He had 
no hesitation in stigmatising the Amritsar episode as “with- 
■out precedent or parallel in the modern history of the 

Biiitigh Empire ,.It is an extraordinary event, a 

monstrous event, an event which stands in singular and 
sinietec isolation. ” Such frightfulness, said Churchill, 
is not “ the British way of doing business, " which 
implies close and effectual co-operation with the people 
of the country “ whose princes spent their treasures 
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in our canae, whose brave solrliers foughi side by side with 
our men, whose intelligent and gifted people are co- 
operating at the present moment with ns in every sphere of 
Government and of industry-” Finally he commended 
“that sense of unity and progress in co-operation which must 
ever ally and bind together the British and Indian peoples.” 

This velvet glove of unity and co-operation neverthe- 
less hid the iron hand of military might. And Churchill 
proceeded to dwell upon it in an outspoken mannei* : 

"Take the Mutiny as the datum line. In those days, there 
were normally 40,000 British troops in the country, and 
the ratio of British troops to native troops was one to five. 
The native Indian Army had a powerful ai’tillory, of which 
they made tremendous use. Thei’O were no railways, no mo- 
dern appliances, and yet the Mutiny was eifootively suppres- 
sed by the use of n military power far Inferior to that which 
we now possess in India. Since then the British troops have 
been raised to 70,000 and upwards, and tbo rotio of British 
to native troops is ono to two. There la no native artillery 
of any kind. The power and the importance of the artillery 
has increased in the meantime ten and perhaps twenty-fold. 
Since then a whole series of wonderful and powerful war 
inventions have come into being, and the whole apparatus 
of scientific war is ah the disposal of the British Goverutoent 
in India — machine guns, the magazine rifle, cordite am- 
munition, which cannot be manufactured as gunpowder 
was manufactured by a non-scientifio power, and which ia 
all stored up in the magazines under the control of the 
white troops. Then there have been great developmenta 
which have followed the conquest of the air and the evolu- 
tion of the aeroplane. Even if the railways and the tele- 
graphs were cut or rendered useless by a strike, motor 
lorries and wireless telegraphy would give increasingly the 
means of concentrating troops, and taking them about the 
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country with an extraordinary and almost nndreamed-of 
facility.” ^ 

If this very blunt statement made in 1920 vividly 
recalls the subaltern of twenty-two years earlier writing in 
Bangalore his Malakmd Field Force, it also prophetically 
anticipates the Prime Minister of twenty-two years later 
making his historic statement regarding the “Quit India” 
disturbances, in the Commons on September 10, 1942. Be> 
memb^ that Churchill was then a Liberal ; that he was a 
Government spokesman pronouncing in the Mother of 
Parliaments the final verdict on the most frightful episode 
in the 150 years of British rule in India ; that he was then 
standing midway in his career. 

Another interesting reference made by Churchill to 
India in the “convert” phase of his political life was 
during the speech ho delivered in Jtine 1921 at a dinner 
given by the Empire Development Parliamentary Committee 
to the Prime Ministers of the British Dominion Governments 
and representatives of India, who were then in London for 
the Imperial Conference. The noteworthy fact in the 
following extract is the explicit mention of Dominion Status 
— tw^i words which ho had bitterly to repent afterwards : 

“ India was now coming into our affairs and councils as 
a partner, a powerful partner. We well knew how tremendous 
was tho contribution which India made in the war in 1914. ; 
how, when there was no other means of filling a portion 
of the Front by men from any other part of the whole 
world, there came the two splendid Indian corps, who were 
aljnost annihilated in the mud and the shell fire of that 
terrible winter in Flanders. We owed India that deep 
debt, ^nd wo looked forward confidently to the days when 
the Indian Government and people would have assumed 
fully and completely their Dominion Status. ” 

1 Spm?i, in Souse (fGimmim, July 8, 1080 
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In 1924 Ohurchill made \xp liis mind not to languish 
any longer in the Liberal wildcvnesa. The installation of a 
Labour Government with the help of the Liberals had 
shocked his political conscience. He would never shake 
hands with the Socialists. He therefore finally out the 
painter that bound him to the Liberals, whoso days as a 
party were numbered, succeeded at last in getting himself 
re-elected to the Parliament as a Constitutionalist, and became 
the Ohanoellor of the Exchequer in the second Mdwin 
Government — the first time he held office as a Conservative. 

Ohurohill’s colleague as the Secretary of State for 
India was an arrogant Imperialist like Lord Birkenhead. He 
brought to his office “ a profound mistrust of Montagn- 
Ohelmsford policy, and a belief that India would not he 
capable of supporting Dominion Status for oeuturios. ” ^ 
Again “The Montagu-oonstitution was a mistake, ill-conceived 
and potentially extremely mischievous.”® The new Secre- 
tary of State therefore immediately started a syBleroatio, if 
subtle, sabotage of the Beforms, though bo himself ( like 
Churchill ) was morally as well as constitutionally respon- 
sible for their introduction only three years earlier. The 
phrase “ Dominion Status ” naturally stank in his nostrils 
as it began to do in ChuroliiU's later on, in spite of the 
latter having f elioitously used it himself in 1 921, Indeed, 
most of the sentiments and many of the phrases which in- 
spired Ohurchiira Indian campaign in the thirties were bor- 
rowed from Birkenhead's utterances in the twenties and a 
study of the latter's regime at the India Office is thus in- 
structive as well as interesting. 

No sooner did Birkenhead take charge of his portfolio 
than he vniote to the Viceroy, Lord Beading, that “ to„me it 
is frankly inconceivable that India will ever be fit for Domi- 
nion Self-Government. ” Again and again he returned to 

1 Sia'isnimit hast Ph(m by His Son p. 246 2 XlM, p. 261 
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this theino in his oorrf'spondenee v/ith the Viceroy and 
finally warned Loi’d Irwin in his letter of Jfay 3, 1928, 
that “ His Majesty’s Government were averse from using 
the term ‘ Dominion Status ’ to describe even the ultimate 
and remote goal of Indian political development, because it 
has been laid down that Dominion Status means ‘ the right 
to decide thoir own destinies,’ and this right we were not 
prepared to accord to India at present, or in any way to pre- 
judge the question whether it should ever be accorded.”^ 
This particular virus against the phrase “ Dominion Status ” 
was handed over to Churchill as a legacy after Birkenhead’s 
resignation and subsequent death in 1930. 

• With the ingenuity of the lawyer that he was, Birken- 
head decided that the best way of killing the spirit of the 
Montford Reforms would be to stick only to its words. The 
Government of India Act of 1919 laid it down that A 
Statutory Commission be appointed to inquire into the 
working of the syslem of government at the expiration of 
ten years after passing of this Act,” Actually the date was 
anUolpated and the Simon Commission was appointed in 
November 1937. At that time it was viewed as a triumph 
of In<}jan opinion, which was agltaliog for a number of years 
for tho acceleration of reforms. The Central Legislative 
As^mbly had passed in 1924 the famous resolution moved 
by Pandit Motilal Nehru demanding Dominion Status for 
India and the convening of a Round Table Conference, to 
draw up a constitution for establishing full Responsible 
Government. 

, It was believed that the Government had at last made 
a response to Indian demands, however belated and halting 
it might be. A number of books published since then have 
unfortunately treated this myth as a sober fact. The fact 
is that Lord Birkenhead had taken the earliest opportunity 
1 . 368 
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to inform, the Viceroy that “ the exti'omo Nationalist n«ita- 
tion for Swarajya inclined him rather to contract than to 
expand any further promises of conatltutional reforms.’' 
Nevertheless, from the very beginning, his mind -was consi- 
derably exercised by the question of the appointment of 
the Statutory Oom mission. The following extract from a 
letter written to Lord Reading as early as December 1925 
shows “ how strongly ho recoiled from the possibility of 
the Booialist Government handling the appointnyjnt of 
the Commission.” 

“When I made my speech in the Honso of Lords 
suggesting that it might be possible to accelerate the Com- 
mission of 1928, I always had it plainly in my mind 

that we could not afford to mn the slightest risk that the 
nomination of the 19‘18 Commission should he in the hands 
of our successors. You can resulily imagine what kind of a 
Commission in its personnel would have been appointed by 
Colonel Wodgewood and his friends. I have, therefore, 
throughout, been of the clear opinion that it would be 
necessary for us, as a matter of elementary prnUimco, to 
appoint the Oomjnission not later than the summer of 1927 

I am sure that having regard to political contingencies 

in this country, we must keep the nomination of the person- 
nel of this Commission in our own hands. In this matter 
wo cannot run the slightest risk. ” ^ 

Even after tho Commission was appointed and had set 
about its task, Birkenhead lost no opportunity of priming 
its members and guiding its deliberations— a fact which will 
shock many of our countrymen who consider a Royal Com- 
mission to be a sacred oracle and honour its members as 
Yestal Virgins. Indian politicians have indeed a fatal "weak- 
ness for asking for Royal Commissions on various grounds 
for redressing all kinds of grievances, — such a demand having 

I im. pp. 260-61 
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been made recently for an inquiry into the Bengal famine 
of IS) 13 and even for determining the responsibility of 
tho country-wide disturbances of 1942 I Let all those who 
still profess such a pathetic faith in the semi-divine efl&cacy 
of Royal Commissions reflect upon the following instructions 
given by Birkenhead to IjOrd ( thon Sir John ) Simon 
( whq was received in India with cries of Go lack, Simon I ) 
in a letter to Irwin i 

“ I<should advise Simon to see at all stages important 
people who are not boycotting the Simon Commission, 
particularly Moslems and the depressed classes. I should 
widely advertise all his interviews with representative Mos- 
lems. The whole policy now is obvious. It is to terrify the 
immense Hindu population by the apprehension that the 
Commission is being got hold of by the Moslems and may 
present a report altogether destructive of the Hindu posi- 
tion, thereby securing a solid Moslem support, and leaving 
Jinnali high and dry.” ^ 

No wonder that Churchill always swore by the Simon 
Commission Report with bell, book and candle during all 
the succeeding years of virulent warfare over the Indian re- 
forms.* It must have given him a profound shook to find 
the edifice raised with such consummate artifice by his 
frie&d Birkenhead collapsing like a pack of cards when that 
“ Boneless wonder, ” Ramsay Macdonald, airily summoned 
a Round Table Conforenco in London in 1930. But I am 
anticipating. 


CHAPTER VII 
THE GREAT DIVIDE 

THE year 1929 will go down in the history of India as the 
year of the Great Divide. It is not so much what happened 
' 1 im. p. 266 
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during the twelve months which inatteva today, though 
by themselves the sucoossion of events inafeo of 1921) an 
annus mit'abilis. Ita historical aignilifauco lies in its asso- 
ciation with a certain idea — an idea which closed one epoch 
and opened another — the idea of Indian Independence. 
1929 is evocative, as 1857 is evocative I 

What a host of memories it recalls to the mind of those 
who are old enough to remember and more so, of those who 
were then young enough to feel in their own life the im- 
pact of revolationary ideas : 

JBlisa was it in that datvn to he ali ve 

But to be young was very heaven ! 

Yithalbhai Patel in his presidential wig and gown giving 
battle to the bureaucracy in its very citadel. The groat la- 
bour strikes at Bombay, Calcutta end Qolmuri. Inter- 
national working-class solidarity exompliflod in tho Mooruk 
Conspiracy case. Bhagal Singh throwing the bomb in Iho 
Legislative Assembly. Jatindra Noth Das fasting for (i4 
centipede-crawling days unto death. Lord Irwin, the Vice- 
roy, taking the one from Homsay Macdonald, who had 
beoome Britain’s Prime Minister for tho second Um§, and 
offering Dominion Status to India as " the natural issue of 
India’s constitutional progress ”. The Congress orowp of 
thorns passing symbolically from father to son, from the 
aristocratic lawyer MotUal Nehru to the republican rebel 
Jawaharlal Nehru. The latter ascending the rostrum at 
Lahore and raising the standard of Complete Independence. 
The challenging cry Ingidlab Zindabad I ( Long live 
revolution 1 ) raised by a hundred thousand throats. 

Oomphte Independence I , 

On that high note did that year end. It swept away 
all the historical illusions, the constitutional cobwebs, the 
phraseological niceties, the legal quibblings, the weighty 
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memorandnms and the humble deputations in -which an 
eavlier generation revoUed. Independence -was strong meat 
for those whose spirits were softened by the siren songs o[ 
alien rulers or whose bodies were weakened by their all- 
pervading poverty. Tho elders, the moderates and those 
whom the government glorifies as men having a stake in the 
country — as if the wretchedest beggar born has not a stake 
in his own motherland ! — ^recoiled from that very word. 
Even many a stalwart Congressman of the older school 
wondered in his heart whether tho comforting shadow of 
Dominion Status was not preferable to the dazzling Bun of 
independence. 

Jawaharlal Nehru waved away all these doubts and fears 
with an impatient, imperious sweep of his hand. He de- 
clared himself to be no believer in Kings and Princes. India 
would no longer have any truck with British Imperialism. 
In Lahore he oflioially gave the Socialist tm'U and the inter- 
national content to the Indian nationalist movement. He 
visualised the struggle for our freedom as a part— an in- 
tegral part — of a world movement. He had no delusions 
about the diffloulties ahead ; ” None of us can say -what and 
when ■ye can achieve. We cannot command success. But 
success often comes to those who dSro and act : it seldom 
goes^to the timid who ai'e ever afraid of the consequences. 
We- play for high stakes and if we seek to achieve great 
things, it can only he through great dangers. " He replied 
with biting sarcasm to the Liberal criticism of the Civil Dis- 
obedience movement that it was “ foolish and ill advised ” : 
“ Because when we stood up and put up a good fight we were 
knocked down : therefore the moral pointed out was that 
standing np is a bad thing. Crawling is best and safest. 
It is quite impossible to be knocked down or to fall from 
the horizontal position. ” ^ 

1 Aietoliogrqphy p. 426 
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He dismiasod the olaboi-ale diacusHiona then iioinp; on 
regarding the relative jnerits of Dominion Ktatns and 
Independence, as the hnekatering of the market-place, the 
lawyer’s jargon, the sophistic spinning of words. " Indian 
freedom and British impeidalism are two incoinpatibles 
and neither martial law nor all the sngar-ooating in the 
world can make them compatible or bring them together'. ” 
He summed up the political situation in the following 
crystal-clear words ; “ The real thing is the conqiiest of 
power by whatever name it may be called. I do not think 
that any form of Dominion Status applicable to India will 
give us real power. A teat of this power would he the entire 
withdrawal of the alien army of occupation and economic 
control. ” 

I said earlier that the year 1929 was evocative. It seems 
also to have been prophetic. Another thirteen years of 
struggle and suffering, triumphs and frustration had to pass 
before the Indian people realised the grim meaning of that 
acid tost ( “ withdrawal of the alien army of occupation and 
economic control”) laid down by Nehru willx the dying 
breath of that memorable year. And wo are still living on 
the sanguinary borderland of that ttroat Divide, betweou 
the thunder and the sun, in the twilight of freedom. 


In the life of "Winston Ohurohill, too, tho year 1929 
marks the Great Divide. The fall of the Baldwin Cabinet 
and the return of the Labour Government as a result of tho 
general election that year sent him into a wilderness from 
which he was not to emerge for another long decade, until 
the very morrow of the second world war. True, this was 
not his first taste of wilderness, for he was not onlys out of 
Government but also out of Parliament between 1922 and 24. 
But there was a clear-cut finality about his 1929 exit from 
the political stage which his earlier disappearance lacked. 
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In 1922 the Liberal Secretary of State for Colonies went ' 
into the wings only to retnrn two Cabinets later in his new 
role as the Conservative Chancellor of the Exchequer. In 
1929 the footlights no longer beckoned him back. He was 
not wanted on the stage, which was occupied by strange 
and uncouth Socialist figures with whose subversive acti- 
vities Churohill would have no. part or lot. On the contrary, 
he considered it a sacred mission to save Britain from the 
LabouH blight which had again settled upon it. He deeply 
abhorred the co-operation which his old friends the Liberals 
were again extending to the Labour Government. Nor was 
he satisfied with the good-humoured nonchalance with 
which Baldwin and his colleagues in the Conservative party 
viewed the return of Ramsay Macdonald to 10, Downing 
Street. 

ChnrohiU’s views on Communism and the bitter anta- 
gonism he bears for all such isms, which threaten the 
capitalist order of society, are well-known. After the end 
of World War I ho was one of the foremost exponents of 
the plan to raise an international crusade to strangle the 
infant Soviet state, though in the end he had to be content 
only -with raising a ” Snnitai'y Cordon” i-ound Russia to 
prevent the Red plague^ from spreading to the capitalist 
world. Howsoever academic and harmless, the British 
Socialists were after all distant cousins of the godless 
Bolsheviks and as long ago as 1924 he had solemnly warned 
the British people against putting the Socialists in power : 
“ The enthronement in office of a Socialist Government will 
ba a serious national misfortune such as has usually befallen 

1. The following extract from "WorU (hdais” Val. V is illumina'dng. 
Mr. Chjii'ohiU is writing about the various German attempts to ornsh 
Russian resUtanee after the abdication of the Czar in 1917 : “Reverthe- 
less it was with a sense of awe that they turned upon Russia the most 
grisly of all weapons. They transported Xienin in a sealed trunk like a 
plague baoillus from Switzerland into Russia.” (^Aftermath p., 73) 
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great States only on the morrow of the detent in war. It 
will delay the return of prosperity. It will open a period 
of increasing political confusion and disturbance. ” 

None of these dark forebodings had come true in the 
first brief interhide of Labour Government. Apart from 
being tied to the apron-strings of the Libetalsi Ramsay Mac- 
donald and his colleagues had conclusively proved that they 
were not of the stuff of which revolutionaries are made. 
Their milk-and-water Socialism had all the charm ofoovelby 
without the least radical kick in it. And the good Conserva- 
tives who had to go into the opposition in 1929 had no 
particular reasons to feel apprehensive about the future. On 
the contrary, Ramsay Meodonald’s “ muddled idealism ” was 
to develop the closest affinity with Stanley Baldwin’s “orga- 
nised inertia ” in the hybrid National Government which 
was formed in 1931. 

Nevertheless Ohurchill’s Tory conscience was shocked 
by the recurrence of sooh an ovil phenojnenon within the 
space of five years. Ho felt deeply perturbed by the public 
apathy which made such things possible. The times were 
out of joint and after having won the wm* in the toons Bri- 
tain had already begun to lose the peace in the t'lffcnties. 
He gravely reflected in the course of the Romanes Lectures, 
which he delivered in 1930 : “We see our race douTStful 
of its mission and no longer confident about its principles, 
infirm in power, drifting to and fi'o with the tides and 
currents of a deeply disturbed ocean. The compass had 
been damaged. The charts are out of dale,” 

Nor were Baldwin, the Conservative leader, and lihe 
mediocrities who surrounded him capable of setting the 
world, aright, as the next ten years conclusively proved. They 
were apparently content to sail with the current, lie down 
in their skiffs and serenely contemplate the starry heavens, 
unmindful of the winds and tides or the shoals and the 
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rooks aronijd tliem, Okurchill was no doubt a senior mem- 
ber of the inner Conservative conclave but his restless spirit 
was ill at ease in the lotus-eaters’ paradise. The time had 
yet to come when Churchill was to level the shafts of his 
invective directly against his leader. Stanley Baldwin on 
his part had not yet openly expressed his distrust of Chur- 
chill’s “hundred-horse-power brain”. 

Nevertheless coolness had already begun to make itself 
felt in the relations between Churchill and his Conservative 
colleagues and the prospects of returning to office with the 
old team gradually began to recede into the background. 
Ohnmhill was clearly out of step with his party as with the 
people at,- large, though in 1939 he could not gauge the ex- 
tent of the divergence. The bitter realisation was to dawn 
Slowly and in 1929 Ohurchili could hardly have foreBeen 
that ha was not to return to the Treasury Benches for ten 
long yesxs, ' At every crisis of his career he had: shown 
the greatest resourcefulness in adapting himself to changed 
circumstances and always coming on the top of the wave. 
No 'wonder then that in 1929* too, he' should have looked 
, "around -him for the means Of a opmebaok, even for a darung 
bid fqip leaderabip in hia own party. If ; Lloyd George could 
throw Asquith overboard in 1916* if Bonar Law could repeat 
the Jrick in 1922, there was no reason*. why he could not oust 
Baldwin and wrestthe highest orowu bf hiscareer by hecom- 
; ; ing the Prime Minister in the next Conservatiye Government. 

- As fate would have ity India provided ; a topical and 
capital issne to Churchill to lamroh a fight against HamSay ; 
Macdonald aUd also to force the pace against Stanley Bsidwiii;* 
The Doininidu? Status decluratioU made id Delhi by 'Lot^^ 
Irwiu an Ootober 31* 1929y Vda avidl;^ seis^ by (^urohii^^ not 
‘Only to discredit the Labour Government ■ but also to snipe 
- at the GonsetevUtive leadership. shot In 

i jithe campaign with an ■ a 
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of the Daily Mail, attacking the Socialist Government for 
having chosen " amid all the Utopian dreams and predatory 
appetites and subversive movements excited by their pre- 
sence, to make in Parliament and through the Vicei’oy in 
India a new declaration.” He concluded on the ringing 
peroration that “ it is necessary without delay to marshal 
sober and resolute forces of .the British Empire against the 
perpetration of such a crime as the immediate grant of 
Dominion Status.” 

No ■wonder his biographers are frankly puzzled by the 
sudden and intensive interest Churchill began to take in 
Indian affairs from 1929 onwards. It was to become the 
major preoccnpation of his political career for the next six 
years. Many of them are inclined to the view that it was 
only a handy weapon in the party warfare and that Ohurchill 
utilised the ■India Bill, first against Macdonald and later 
against Baldwin, as Disraeli did the Corn Laws against Peel 
ia century ago. ‘‘ By raising the cry of. the British Raj 
In' danger <he would: ?raUy ' to himself all that stolid, 
idiehard core of the party* to whom Baldwin’s noquettingS 
with Liheral principles had become anathema,”^ Wo have 
seen that during the previous thirty yeaiu, ever sjyace his : 
return from India in 1899, GhUrchiU had schroely: demoted 
■any time - or attention to Indian affairs except during an 
-iOooaBionalspeechinthe CommonSi 

It is Significant again that though Churchill has adorned 
all the major offices of State during hit long career, he hat 
never-: entered the lludm C Beginning as the Under- 
secretary if or^ ther- Golonietf in 1906 hei became, > tugbes- 
tively* President of the Board of Trade (1908r-1910), Home 
- Secretary ( l&lO-rll)* Eirst Lord of . the Admiralty 
. . Minister of ManitionS; (1917rl8), : Secretary of State, fOR War 
y;aud>:AiR :(1918-21)i Seeretai'y; for-; the Colonies (1921-22), 

; ; 1 'WiiiigfieM-Stratforct Cfiui>ohill:r' the, p. '282 ' i 
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and finally Chancellor of the Exchequer (1924-29). Chur- 
chill felt iiunien-ely proud -when he put on Lord Randolph’s 
robes of the last-named office, which a fond mother had 
preserved all those years. Bnt lie never eared to follow his 
father’s footsteps into the India Office — a glaring omis- 
sion in view of his abfcoiplion in Indian affairs during 
the major part of his decade of wilderness. 

It may be because the Secretary of State for India is 
rarely .in the limelight. As Lord Morley once said, he is 
like the aloe, that blooms only onco in hnndred years. 
A personality as colourful and as vivid as Churchill’s 
would have felt stifled in the sepulchral recesses of the 
Indiv Office. Churchill, the parliamentary impresario, 
knew how to remain constantly under the spotlight and he 
must have, therefore, instinctively avoided the obscurity 
of the Indian portfolio Moreover, the mere fact that he 
was not the India Secretary did not prevent liim from 
having his say any time on any pavticalar issue, which 
took his fancy. ISarly in his Cabinet career he had culti- 
vated the habit of preparing weighty dossiers on all 
poasiblo subjects under the sun and distributing them 
among his colleagues. Baldwin once gi-oused that “ A 
Cabinet meeting when Winston was present did not have 
th^ opportunity of considering its proper agenda, for the 
reason that invariably, it bad first to deal with some extre- 
mely clever memorandum submitted by him on the work 
of some department other than his own.” 

That indefatigable diarist, Wilfrid Scarven Blunt, noted 
in,hiB journal on the 2nd of October, 1909 : *' I should not 
be surprised if some day he ( Winston ) made the Indian 
cause his own. ” The prophecy came true twenty years later, 
though in a directly contrary sense to that envisaged by 
poor Blunt. It was not such a haphhazaxd decision as it 
may seem to the casual observer. Politically India is not 
4 
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a subject in -wbioh tbe average firilish voter is either 
interested or informed. Tt is an issue, ■which is t>enGrally 
kept beyond the pale of party politics, for the simple reason 
that the British people consider India as a sort of communal 
milchcow which never goes dry. The welfare of two otit of 
every ten Englishmen depends directly upon India. 

The belted Earl and the blackened miner, the capitalist 
director in the City and the soap-box agitator in Hyde 
Park, the white-collar clerks in London and thtf grimy 
spinners of Lancashire — all have a vital slake in India. They 
are generally not conscious of it and even those few who 
are consider it had form to carry their consciousness on 
their sleeves. A succession of great statesmen and writers 
have boon assuring the British people that their forefathers 
v?ent to India by divine dispensation and remained thoi o 
mainly for the spiritual and physical well-being of hundreds 
of millions of people, who otherwise would have torn each 
other to pieces. This moral argument for colonial exploita- 
tion will go down os the grealost European invention of 
all times. 

Viewed from any angle, therefoi-e, India provided an 
excellent vaulting pole to Obnrcliill to leap hack into apoliti- 
cal limelight. He would teach a good lesson to the Labour 
Government Cor monkeying with that truly bright and 'pre- 
oious gem in the King’s crown. He could also represent 
himself to the Conservative rank and file as “ among the 
many faithless, faithful only he ” and take its leadership to 
task for dilly-dallying with the idea of Dominion Status 
for India. The very ignorance and apathy of the electorate 
regarding India was an advantage. It would have been very 
difBoult to rouse them up on any other national issue* in the 
then prevailing mood of pacifism and ennui. But India 
touched everybody’s prejudice, pride and pocket, If he 
could only convince the electorate that Dominion Status for 
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India would xilfcimatcly mean only the liqviidation of the 
British Empire — it would stand up as one man and give 
short shrift to the Labom-ite jacks-in- office, to their Liberal 
supporters and even to the lethargic Conservative leaders, 
leaving Winston Churchill supreme in the field. 

Above all, India was his first love. He had spent the 
early years of his adult life in garrisoning and guarding 
“ those great estates beyond the sea” and now when they 
were ifl dire peril of being lost or expropriated, it was his 
duty as a true Imperial Knight to stake his all to save them. 
The veteran statesman of fifty-five would return to the task 
left unfinished by lire callow subaltern of twenty-five. And, 
finally, was it not a sacrod duty bequeathed to him by his 
great father “ to watch with the most sedulous attention, to 
develop with the most anxious care, to guai-d with the most 
united and undying resolution, the land and the people of 
Hindostan ? ” 


CHAPTER VIII . 

THE LHNO AND THE PiBOPLE ©F 
HlNDeSTHN 

THE land and the people of Hindostan \ There they have 
been for ages, the object of love and reverence, greed and 
envy, cupidity and rapacity, enlightenment and exploita- 
tion, pity, patronising and contempt. Mankind flowered 
in this land in the earliest dawn of history and the ruins of 
Mohenjodaro still rise gaunt and grey after thousands of 
years odt of the desert of Sind. And nowhere perhaps has 
mankind reached a deeper degradation than here. Poverty 
— man-made poverty — sits on this bounteous land like lepro- 
sy and millions are called away to their Maker before our 
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very eyes, because their nilers conlil not provide them willi 
a handlul of rice. 

The land and the people of Hindo^fan 1,G2;},01.') square 
miles of smiling land and 400 millions of men, -wonion and 
ohildren wlio have long ago forgotten how to smile. A land 
equal to the “whole continent of Europe except Russia. A 
land “which contains one out of every five people “who in- 
habit the good earth. Geography, the elemental forces which 
have through aeons fashioned this universe, made this land 
one — a homogeneous entity as no other country in the 
■world of its size is a homogeneous entity — and puoy poli- 
tics of the moment are trying to out it asunder into miser- 
able little parcels — sham stana where brother will deny 
his brother and the stranger will batten on all. Wlien hu- 
man thought is forging ahead towards a world fodej'iition, 
hero in Hindostan oil the fissiparous bacilli, culluvod in 
race, religion, language, treaties, aiimtda and Iho shape of 
yora nose, are let loose to devour and dottlsoy the vu'ge of 
freedom which informs each ono of its people. 

The land and the people of Ilindoalan! 'Phis ageless 
land will never die. Ilut each one of its people dies on an 
average in his twenty-sevontli year — in the very ffrimo of 
life — while the llritlshor and the American expect to Uvo 
for Bixty-t“wo years, the Qcrm.'vn sixty, the New ISoal&nder 
sixty-seven, the Japanese fprty-iive I Even the Chinese, 
who belong to an equally ancient and teeming land and who , 
are even more subject to tire ravages of pestilence and 
famine, not to talk of civil wms, live longer by eight years 
than the Indian, who lives under the sheltering, sbiolding^ 
all-embracing . shadow of Pax Britannica. The Hindus 
following their Yedic ancestors always give their ydungsters 
two benedictions : Shatayur Bhava ! (May yon live a hun- 
dred years ! ) to the youth and Aalitaputra Sauhhagyavati 
Bhava ! (May you be blessed with eight sons l) to the maiden. 
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G’ho ftrsL beuediclion has become a mockei’y, while the 
Beeoml has been Uirnetl into a curse. Wo breed like rats 
and dio like Hies. Death overtakes 103 out ol every 1,000 
Indiana at the very moment of birth. 

I'helandandthepcopUofHindoaian! Tho land itself 
is turned into a huge politico-economic laboratory for 
empire-builders, while the people lie like guinea-pigs on the 
table or on the shelf, in various stages of experimentation, 
retarded development or hot-house growth. That is how 
feudalism still survives in this country and casts its blight- 
ing influence all around, while new ideas find it so difficult 
to strike root. Tho guinea-pigs sometimes wonder how 
long these experiments are going to continue. Por 150 years 
they have been in the laboratory cussed and discussed, 
analysed and dissected, classified, labelled and indexed and 
yet their redemption seems to be nowhere near. During 
the long period they have seen ancient dynasties like the 
Manchus and the Romanoffs crashing to their doom, and 
ordinary down-tvoddon people like themselves rising to 
power and prosperity. Before their eyes they have aeon 
Japan growing into a world power within a few de- 
cades,^ hough in that process it unfortunately leapt straight 
fi'om feudalism into fascism. Before their vory eyes they 
ha^ seen in Russia centuries telescoped into successive five 
year plans. 

Both Japan and Russia have each in its own way liqui- 
dated illiteracy within a few years, raised the standard of 
living, switched from a purely agricultural to an industrial 
eegnomy, and recreated and enriched their peoples’ lives. 
Here upon this ancient land the dust of centuries still lies 
thick. . Barely ten out of a hundred Indians can read and 
write, the percentage for women being still more appalling. 
The wealth of the country is concentiated iu the hands of 
a few capitalists in the cities, while the villagers, who consti- 
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tute 85 por ceut of the total population feol liu-ky if they can 
get one square meal a clay. Imluatrial expansion jn'occ'ccla at 
snail’s pace, •while the land groans under the hnrdcu of 
supporting an ever-growing poprilation. When it suits their 
purpose, our rulers can accelerate industrial progress, as has 
been done during the lait five years under the sti’ess of war 
and in spite of all the difficulties of getting raw mateiial, 
machine tools and technical guidance. The spurt, however, 
may prove to be as temporary and illusory as it did, during 
World War L 

Nehru said : “ The British seized India’s body and posses- 
sed her hut it was the possession of violence! they did 
not know her or try to know her. They never looked into 
her eyes, for theirs were avexdod and hers downcast through 
shame and humiliation. After centuries of contact they 
face each other, strangers still, full of'disliko for each olhor." 
It seemed for some fleeting weeks at the end of 11)211 that 
Britain and India would at last try to look straight and 
deep into each other’s eyes and through mutual sympathy 
and understanding become friends. In the political tirma- 
menl there was the unprecedented conjunction of throe 
planets : a Labonr Pi'iine Minister of Britain, a “ Christian ” 
Viceroy of India and a largo oloinent of national opinion in 
this country, which had orystallised its demands in,,the 
Oonstitntional Eeport, prepared by the All-Parties’ Com- 
mittee and generally known as the Nehru' Committee Report 
after its President, the late Pandit Motilal Nehru, 

In spite of the first brief experience of the Labour 
Government in Britain in 1924, hopes again rose high„in 
this country when the second Labonr Ministry took office 
in 1929. Ramsay Macdonald bad not then started his 
trapeze stunts with Stanley Baldwin, and he enjoyed wide 
reputation as a sincere friend of Indian nationalism, as Sir 
Stafford Ci'ipps did before 1942. Lord Irwin, who was 



THE LAND ATSD THS PBOPLB 01? HMJDOSTjiil 55 

appointed Viceroy by a Conservative Qovernment on the 
strength of his being a regular ridin’, hxintin’ country ^nire, 
quickly Ml in with the Labour policy of reconciling India 
— ^^much to the consternation of the Tories. He had come to 
be known in India as the “ Christian Viceroy and perhaps 
ho other incumbent of his office in this century has enjoyed 
the personal popularity which Lord Irwin didin spite oi 
' the steam-roller of. repression he let loose in 1930. 

Cafortuhately he has lost much of the Indian esteem: 
since he went home, once again changed his name and aS 
Lord Halifax constituted himself the Foreign Minister of 
Chamberlain and the consoience-keeper of the Cliveden Set. , 
Rude Yankees hailed him as “ Holy Fox ” and threw rotten 
eggs at him for the part played by him in Munich, when 
later on ChnrohiU sent him as A-mbassador to Washington^ 
When one considers the contradictions of his cai-eer in his 
three different as ISdward Wood, Lord Irwin and 

/’discount Halifax, one wonders whether there is not some- 
thing in fhe scienoa of numerology after all 1 
i i w/v Hujing the latter half of Lord Irwin Spent four 
months in JEnglahd and to the opportunity of discnssihgthe 

Indiaa Sitnation With the Laboui’ Goyernment. The coiintry- 
wide boycott of the Simon Gommissipn had already revealed 
tha* its report would be still-born and no one tras more 
conscious of this than Sir John Siihon himself. A-S a conr; 
cession to Indian sentiment — and as a face-savihg device fo^, 
himself and his unfortunate colleagues l—he suggested to the 
Prime Ministei* “that vsrhati might be „ required, after .the 
reports of the Statutbry Commission and the Indian Ceniral 
Committee have been made, considered and pu^liSl'^edf<^bnf ; 
ijefCreithe stage is reached of the Joint Parliamentary Com- 
, mittee,. would, be the setting snp.;.,of a j Conference ih yhioh 
vHiS-Majesty's GOYerhmeht.Bhould-meet'r 
. b£: Britishlh^^^^^^ ■^e: States) if or; the.? of .Beeking 
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the greatest possible meastire of agveeinent for the fn\al 
proposals, -whicli it ■would later be the duty of His Majesty’s 
Governftient to submit to Parliament.” . 

This •was the seed out of which the triplet of the Round 
Table Conference was subsequently born. Ramsay Mac- 
donald readily agreed to Simon’s proposal and, in order 
P further to placate Indian opinion, authorised the Vicei^oy on 
behalf of His Majesty’s Government “to state clearly that 
in their judgment, it is implicit in the declaration of 1917 
that the natural issue of India’s Constitutional progress, as 
there contemplated, is the attainment of Dominion Status.” 

The announcement -was made by Lord Irwin soon after 
his return from leave, in a long statement which was simul- 
taneously' issued in the Commons on the 3lBt of October 
1929. This is the famous Dominion Status declaration 
•which was to prove the hone of contention between the Indi- 
an Moderates and the British Diehards for the ne.'ctsix yearsi 
Hever' had an ofhoial statement reooived a warmer res- 
ponse in India than the Dominion Status declaration. 
had almost ah eloctrifying eifeet. Within twenty-four hours 
of its release, prominent leaders of all parties, were in Dolhi 
. to diSouBS it and to dovise a common line of aotion. A'^ioint 
M;8nifesto' was jssued in which the Bincerity underlying the 
deolaration -waa appreciated and hearty po-bperation was 
ottered to Government ‘‘ in their effort to evolve a scheme 
• of Dominion Status suitable to india’s needs.’’ Ho'wever, 
the signatbries ‘‘ considered it vital for the success of the 
proposed obnference ” that GOTernmerit (1) adopt a policy 
of general eonoiliation, (2) ^^ht ahy amnesty to politieitl 
pplsohers, (3) secure the. Off representation of progres- 
sive political organiSatiohSit^^ National iOongreBS 

. getting a predominant representatioh, (4) and convene the 
j Conference as expeditiously as possible, ’ 

■ 'Not a Single of thesa'feoommendations was acted upon 
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by tlio Governnaont. On fho contiary, in order lo allay tbe 
sliorin of prntoat raisoil in Parliament by the declaration, 
Eamaay Macdonald promptly made a strategic retreat by 
assuring the Commons that Government’s policy involved 
no dcpartfiro whatever from the preamble of the Govern- 
ment of India Act, 1919, which “ stands unchanged unless 
and until Parliament decides to amend that Act.” The 
Dominion Status declaration, which was supposed to give a 
new deal to India, was thus sabotaged in spirit, if not in 
letter, almost before its ink had dried. 

Jubilation gave place to consternation, hope to indigna- 
tion, in the ranks of the Indian political leaders. They 
felt scandalised and shocked by Macdonald’S Wefaeed 
exhibition of taking away with the left hand what was 
given with'tho right. It provided ono more illustration — 
more outrageous than all the others beoause it was given 
by the solf-dochu’ed friends of ludla, tho Labour Party— of 
breaking to Ihb heart tho words of promise uttered 'to the 
ear. Whatever hopes wore created in India that the decla- 
ration would usher a now era in Indo-Bidtish relations wore 
dashed to tho ground. It was true that even that lime the 
words*** Dominion ytntua ” were suspect in the eyes of the 
younger Congressmen. Alueady talking in terms of Com- 
plete Independence, they were in no way enamoured of 
tho declaration made by Lord Irwin and when Macdonald 
and Wedgowood Benn, Seorelary of State for India, began 
their ingenuous attempts to explain away its implications 
in Britain, even those who had signed the Joint Manifesto 
felt chagrined and embittered. 

Attempts were made to present a united front and an 
All Patties meeting was called at Allahabad on the 16th of 
November. The Working Committee of the Indian Na- 
tional Congress was to meet there simultaneously. Jawa- 
harlal Nehru and Subhash Chandra Bose, however, resigned 
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from the Working Coiuinittee iu protest, as they were not 
prepared to touch the diluted Dominion Stains with a 
barse-pole. The one year uUimatiini Kiven by the Calcutta 
session ot the Congress to the Kritiph (lovernment to accept 
the Constitution prepared by tho All I’arlies Conuuittee, 
failing which the Congress would revive the non-violent 
non-cooperation movement, was to expire within a few 
weeks’ time and the younger Congressmen were not prepared 
to be side-tracked Irom the path chalked out at palcntta 
by the distant mirage of Dominion Status. Even the elder 
Nehru was incensed by the Labour Government’s attempt 
to paint a pioture “ which made it look like Swaraj ya to 
India but British Raj to England.” 

Lord Irwin made a last minute efl'ort to win nationalist 
support. He particularly desired that tho Congi*ess should 
co-operate with the Round Table Ooiiferonoo. A nieoting 
was accordingly arranged on the 2!$rd of Dooember at the 
Vioeroy'H House — iho very day on which a bomb oxidodetl 
under tho Viceregal tmin. Gandhi* MolUal Nehru, Vithal- 
bhai Patel, Sapru and Jinnah wore prosonl. After a good 
deal of sympathetic talk about the bomb outrage, Gandhi 
demanded an assurance from the Viceroy ( as a coy,dition. 
precedent to Congress co-opemtion ) that tho forthcoming 
Round Table Conference should proooed on the basis of J)o- 
miniori Status. Lord Irwin would not, however, go beyond 
the four corners of the declaration and was not in a position 
to commit His Majesty's Government in any way. He was 
not authorised to extend an invitation to the Round Table 
Conference with any definite promise of Dominion Status. 

Thai interview at the Vicoi'oy’s House marked the part- 
ing of ways between the Government and the Congrass. It 
is true that the Madras Congress, held in tho last week of 
1927, had passed a resolution to the effect that ” This Con- 
gress declares the goal of the Indian people to be complete 



TIIK LANI) AND TlfPl DKOl’LIfl OP TITNDDST^N T)!) 

National TnrtoiiPDdi'nep. " Hnt llio Yt'vy I'aot tlin( iho upxt 
Oonsi’cas held in Ooloutla based its nUiniatuni to llio Ih'itish 
Govonimenti on tlio Nehrn Jieport proves that Indian public 
opinion that time was, by and large, content to visualise its 
future as a free and equal member of tlie British Comiuon- 
wealth. It was not talcon in by tho specious argirment that 
Dominion Status is already in action," which was being 
raised by the Labour Government on the strength of India’s ‘ 
ceremonial participation ( which really meant tho presence of 
a loyal jo-huhum nominee of Whitehall ) at various Impe- 
rial and International Conferenops. But if Ramsay Macdo- 
nald had taken courage in both hands and oifered a square 
deal of Dominion Status to India, events would not havo 
taken tho turn they did at Lahore. 

Gandhi himself was a slow convert to the indopon- 
denco orood, not because ho tlid not chorish tho privilege of 
India being absolutely froo to manage her own affairs, inter- 
nal and extoi’nal, but booauso ho did not desire a violent 
departure from tho past. One step was enough for him. 
Oonatitutional pandits both in India and Britain wore that 
lime busy stressing the thomo that Dominion Status of tho 
Westminster variety implicitly conferred the right of seces- 
sion. If it were really so and if the Labour Government 
wore proparedi to proceed with the Round Table Conference 
on the basis of Dominion Status, Gandhi would havo surely 
persuaded the Lahore Oongi’eas to hold the ultimatum in 
abeyance and to co-operate with the Government and other 
parties in framing the constitution, in spite of the bitter 
opposition which such a proposal would have evoked from 
men like Nehru and Bose, who were straining at the leash. 

Irvieed for many years after the Oongi’ess had hitched 
its v^agon to tho star of independence at Lahore, Gandhi 
hugged the hope to his bosom that Britain would do the 
right thing by India and thus enable the two countries to 
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march together in free and equal eonirade&hii). All hia curly 
aasociatioua and beliefs, his very philosophy of non"-\ iolonce, 
counselled him to take tho course which was least fraught 
■with danger to the fabric of Indo-British relations. (landhi 
has a passionate faith in historic continuity, in the evolu- 
tionary process of life, in the essential goodness of mankind. 
He was loath — ho struggled to the last against his dearest 
assoeiates— to cut asunder the ties that bound India and 
Britain for 150 long years. ^ 

Let it bo recorded in history that the man who was to 
d'umbfound the world by tbe two terrible’ words Quit 
India, addressed to Britain in 1!)42 in the midst of a life- 
and-death global conflict, -was the last — the very last among 
Indian nationalists — to advise India to quit Britain. T.ong 
after the Congress had irrevocably pledged itself to complete 
independence, long after even the liluhlim TiOague and tho 
Ifindn Mahasabha had followed tho Congress footsh'pH and 
passed similar rejolutions, long after Britain had irreCuLably 
proved that India could never uspiro unilor her aegis lo bo a 
Dominion of tho WestTninalor variety, by clamping upon her 
the hybrid and reactionary Oovornuiont of India Act of 
1935, Gandhi contimred to toy with the thought of ^Domi- 
nion Status for India, as he confessed in a letter to Mr. 11. S. 
Polak in Bebniary 1937. When the disillusion como at ^ong 
last, it burst with a shattei’ing, almost seismic, force whose 
shock was felt all over the world. 

It was implicit in the Independence Resolution passed 
at the Lahore Congress that a struggle would be launched 
immediately for its attainment. The first exhibition of };he 
temper in the country was given by the celebration of the 
Independence Day on the 26th of January 1930^i when 
millions of people all over the country solemnly affirmed 
their faith in Puma Swarajya or Complete Independence for 
India. Ever since then, through peace and war, storm and 
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slress, the 26tJi oi January is being observed every yeai-ass 
the Indopenclenoe Day. 

Soon after, G-andhi framed what are known as the 
eleven national demands — which wore illustrative rather 
than comprehensive — and urged upon Government to 
satisfy them if it was really anxious for Congress participa- 
tion in the Round Table Conference. This makes it clear 
that notwithstanding the Lahore Resolution, he was slill 
thinking in terms of co-operation with the British Govern- 
ment. In February, formal authority was given to him by 
the All-India Congress Committee to start the Civil Dip- 
bedience Movement and on the 2nd of March, Gandhi sent 
his famous letter to Lord Irwin with a special messenger — 
a young Englishman named Reginald Reynolds. The letter 
dwelt upon the fairness of tho eleven demands and appealed 
to the Viceroy to fuliil them. This letter was what may be 
termed tho final nltiuiatnm, though Gandhi called it “a 
simplo and sacred duty peremptory on a civil resister. ” 

The reply was prompt, curl and unequivocal. His 
Excellency regretted that Mr. Gandhi should have been 
" contemplating a course of action which was clearly bound 
to intolvo tho violation of the law and danger to the pubUo 
peace 1 ” This was all that Reginald Reynold got out of his 
jotiruey. On bended knees, ” rejoined Gandhi, “ I asked 
for bread and received a stone instead. The English nation 
responds only to force and I am not surprised by the Vicere- 
gal reply. The only public peace the nation knows is the 
peace of the public prison. India is a vast prison-house. I 
repudiate this (British) Law and regard it as my sacred 
duty to break the mournful monotony of compulsory 
peace that is choking the nation for want of free vent.” 

This marked the declaration of the Civil Disobedience 
Movement, the first scene of which was enacted in Gandhi’s 
historic 24- day march to Dandi, which Started from Ahmeda- 
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bad on thV 12bh of Alareh. Those who hart fovjiolli’n what 
they had read in their childhoort about the HosLoii Tea 
Pai’ty ridiculed the spectacle of a frail, old man setlinfj out 
at the head of his 79 Kharti-olad followers for the distant sea- 
shore in order to mannfaetTire salt. Tt was a quixotic way 
indeed of giving battle to the greatest empire in history. The 
Government itself ignored the march at the beginning, in 
the hope that it -wonld peter out by its very absurdity. But 
■when its echoes began to leverberiite throughout thp length 
and breadth of the country and when Gandhi, after himself 
technically breaking the law by picking up salt from the 
Dandi sea-shore, sounded the war-drum for similar action 
elsewhere, he was at last arrested and detained in the 
Yerawada prison without trial. 

Hoon salt becanve as symbolic in the slrngglo ftir Indian 
fx'eodom as tea was a century and a half ago in the war of 
American Independence. There were other items of the 
Civil JDisobediouoe Movement llketlie boycott of British 
goods, which affected British Interests far more urtversoly, 
but somehow the broalcing of salt laws became the most 
popular and spectaonlar aspect of tho Civil l>iBobedienoe 
Movement. The mass raids on Uxe Government snlttSlorcs 
at Dharasana.Wadala, and Saiukatha tired public imagination- 
and invited police brutality — as nothing else could. Hoijo Is 
a description of the Dharasana salt raid by Webb Millor, 
the celebrated American correspondent : 

“ In eighteen yeai's of I'eporting in twenty-two countries, 
during which I have witnessed innumerable Civil disturban- 
ces, riots, street fights and rebellions, 1 have never witnessed 
such harrowing scenes as at Dharasana. Sometimes the 
Scenes were so painful that I had to turn away toomentarily. 
One surprising feature -was the discipline of the volunteers. 
It seemed they were thoroughly imbued with Gandhi’s 
non-violence creed.” 
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The movoinput sjiread like prairie fire. Within the 
twinkUng of an eye the oonnlry was set aflame from end to 
end. Mammoth processions, which were taken ont to pro- 
test against this or that order or arrest, invariably ended in 
broken heads and the lathi ( hefty bamboo stick ) became 
more useful to the powers-that-be than the law. Frenquently 
shooting was resorted to and one of the bloodiest scenes of 
this type was emacted at Peshawar, the capital of the Fron- 
tier Province, while Sholapur, a district town in Bombay 
Preaidency, passed under martial law altogether. Picket- 
ing of godowns and shops had brought trade in British 
merohandiSQ to a virtual standstill, while the jails were 
overflowing with thonsands of prisoners, men and women, 
young and old. In Gnjerat and Karnntak whole villages 
were evacuated in the no-tax campaign and ancestral plots 
of lands— the solo support of tho peasantry— wore forfeited 
and auctioned for oven leas than the proverbial song by 
tho district oUioials. 

Never before in history were the land and the people 
of Hindostan in deeper, moro widospread, longer sustained 
ferment' — ferment at white heat — than they were in the 
early thirties. Tho land was lit with a thousand bonfires 
and blacons and the 400 million of people were standing 
at bay, bent upon exercising their inherent, inalienable right 
of living like free men and women. 

This was the land and these the people of Hindostan whom , 
impelled by the turn in his career and following the behest 
of his father, Winston Churchill proceeded to guard and save 
for Britain — as irony would have it I — at this very supreme 
mcanent in Hindostan's history. The world was to witness 
a demonstration in the political field of the old conundrum 
of physios : What happens when an irresistible force hits an 
immovable object ? 

The riddle remains unsolved yet — as in physics, so in 
politics 1 
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CHAPTER IX 

SEVEN INDIAN PILLARS 

■WHKN Okuvchill took the tbreacls ol Tndin iu Iuh hand in 
li);2t), the India he visualised was not the India ot but 
of 1899, the year in which he had bid her good-bye as a 
subaltern. It was like a ghost i>eturning to its earthly 
tabernacle expecting everything to i*emain exactly as it was 
during its human existence. He could not beli6\0 that a 
mere thirty years could leave any imprint upon the eternal, 
unchanging East. 

May he Japan had become a world power almost over- 
night and that OMua was heroically undergoing the 
prolonged birth-pangs of a revolntion. But surely India, 
secure under the protecting wings of Britain, would be 
content with its wonted ways. I’hroo decaderi could not 
surely alter the ijaltevn of a thousand years. Jlo was no 
doubt vaguely disturbed by the tuiunlt and the shouting at 
Lahoro but before his mind’s oye always rose the shady, 
peaceful avenues of Bangaloro 5 the ijranoing polo t)onloa ; 
the salaaming menials ; the tournament triuniphs at 
Hyderabad and Mcorut ; the flash of the swovil ijjid Uie 
fleeting glimpse of the burly Bathan on the Ifrontiev. It 
eternity desovvM to remain transfixed anywhere, it was in 
India. 

Had not his favourito Macaulay told him that *' India 
now is like Europe In the fifth century ” ? A century had 
passed since these words were penned and ho recalled how 
his philosopher friend, John Morley, had amplified, the 
essayist’s remwk : “ For us to preside over tho transition 
from the fifth European oenlnry in some parts, ^iu slow 
uneven stages, up to the 20th — so that yorr have before you 
all the centuries at once as it were — to preside over that, 
and to be the guide of peoples in that condition is, one 
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of the most glorious tasks ever confided to any powerful 
state in the history of civilized mankind. ” Churchill was 
willing in his own way to bear the burden of this glorious 
task and to perform a few juggling tricks with Old Man Time. 

To \)egin wlthj he blandly declai'ed to an audience in 
London : “The facts of India have not changed. They are 
immemorial I The political classes of India are a mere 
handful compared to the population. The Western ideas 
they hare gathered and reproduced have no relation whatever 
to. the' life and thought of India. The vast majority can 
neither read nor write.”® 

This was pillar number one in ChnrdhilTs Indian edifice. 
It follows from this that the educated class, “the unpractised, 
unproved, unrepresentative, self-chosen groups of Indian 
pollticianB’'® had no right to speak on behalf of the Indian 
masses. He heaped ridicule upon Brahmins (probably in the 
belief that all political leaders in Ipdia, including Gandhi, 
were drawn from that caste ! )•— “ those Brahmins who month 
and palter the principles of Western Liberalism and pose as 
philosophic and democratic politicians,” who “ begin chop- 
ping logic with John Stuart Mill, or pleading the rights of 
man with Jean Jacques Rousseau.”* “To abandon India to 
the rule of the Brahmins would be an act of cruel and 
wicked negligence. It would shame for ever those who 
bore its guilt." ® 

Those Brahmins and other political busybodies who were 
proving a thorn in Britain’s side should be plucked out 
relentlessly. What if they sacrificed their very lives for the 
amelioration of their down-trodden brothers and sisters 1 It 
is only the British coming from 5,000 miles away who could 
in all eonacience claim to be the trustees of the masses, 
according to Ohurphill. “We have, therefore, a supreme 

1 Morley Indian ^eeohee pp. 06-97 2 OharohiD India pp. 89-40 

3 Had, p. 124 4 Und. pp. 126-26 6 Ibid. pp. 125-26 
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•moral duty to dischaviio to tho Indian people. We have no 
right -whatever to hand them over to a comparatively small 
and utterly unrepresentative political Caotion, to bo the prey 
of misgovernment, of deterioration in every public service, 
of a religious bigotry of a kind not dreamed of for genera- 
tions in the West, , and finally of civil war. While we have 
Strength, we must discharge our duty. Neither taunts nor 
blandishments should move us from it. When we can no 
longer discharge our duty, then our reign in India is done, 
and many other great things in tho history of the British 
Empire will come to their close at the same time."’’ 

This great moral responsibility for the welfare of the 
Indian peoples, who were being exploited by tho men of 
the type of Tagore and Iqbal, Gandhi and Nehru weighed 
heavily upon the mind of Churchill. “ 'I'ho Indian Congress 
and other elements in this agitation represent noilher tho 
numbers, the strength nor tho virtuo of the Indian people. 
They merely represent those Indians wlio acquired a vouoer 
of Western civilization, and have road all Ibose books about 
AemoovnGy which Europe is mw beainning imreitainghj to 

dieem'd It would bo altogether wrong 

to entrust the welfare of the great masses to the* Indian 
political classes. That wonlU not be “ India for the Indiana”; 
that wonld only bo India for some Indians, that wonkUonly 
be India for a very few Indians. Undoubtedly any such 
abrogotion on our part of our duty would mean that the 
Indian peoples wonld be exploited, oppressed and cast down 
in the scale of the world’s afCah'S as tho proletariat of China 
is cast down in misery to day.” ® 

There can be nothing better than the existing arrange- 
ment. “ At present the Government of India is responsible 
to the British Parliament, which is the oldest, the least 
unwise and the moat democratic parliament in the world. 

1. India p. 78 2. lUd. pp. 96-97 
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To tranafor Ihnt i-eaponsibilily to tliia highly artificial and 
restricted oligarchy o£ Indian politicians -would he a retro- 
grade act. It would be a shamelul act. It would be an act 
of cowardice, desertion and dishonour. It would bring 
grave material evils, both upon India and Great Britain ; 
but it would bring upon Great Britain a moral shame which 
would ohnllenge for ever the reputation of the British Empire 
as a valiant and benignant force in the history of mankind, 

Chhrchill has a great faith in “ the small number of 
white ofBcials who have no personal interests of their own 
to serve, rvho are quite impartial between race and race and 
who have bnilt np in 150 years an organisation which has 
given the enormous masses peace, justice and a substantial 
increase in material well-being, ” ® and “ who have for 
generations presided over the development of India. ” “ If 
that authority is injured or destroyed, the whole elBciency 

of tho aerrices will perish with it. India will fall back 

quite rapidly through the centuries into the barbarism and 
tho privations of the Middle Ages, Tho question at slake 
is not thoreforo the giatification of the political aspirations 
towards 8ell-gQ\crninent of a small number of iutellectuals. 

* To let tho Indian people fall, as they would, to 

the level of Cliina, would be a desertion of duty on the part 
of Great Britain. ” “ 

Bead that last sentence again and note the contempt 
Churchill then entertained for China. That country indeed 
was tho ultimate standard of degradation in Churchill’s eye. 
Again and again in his speeches during those years he paint- 
■ed the plight of the Chinese people as the danger signal to 
India. To let the Indian people fall to the level of China — 
what a shame would it be I Today Churchill no longer refers 
to China in such slighting terms. Within a decade China 
has become the great and equal ally of Britain and America 
I India p, 97 2 Und, -g, TI 3 Und, p. 126 
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playing in the East the same role vh-ti-vis Japan which 
BuBsia is playing against Germany in the West. Generalis- 
simo Ohiang Kai-Shek is hailed ns a world figure hy the 
British Prime Minister. Where is India and her leaders 
today ? Perhaps it would have been better for them and for 
the world at large if they had not boen saved by Churchill 
and had gone the way of China in the thirties. 

The third great pillar of Churchillian wisdom was that 
there is neither Indian unity nor an Indian nation. Kot even 
two Indian nations, Mr. Jinnah 1 “India is a continent nearly 
as large as Europe, and, like Europe, it has now between 
three and four hundred millions of people. There are scores 
of nations and races in India and hundreds of religions 
and sects.” Again, “ It is the commonest fallacy of pre- 
sent disoussions to speak of India as if it were the home of 
a strongiy-oohorent united race. It makes mo sick when I 
hear the Secretary of State saying of India, '6V« will do this 
and slie will do that.’ India is an ahslraclion, reprosonted 
by a handful of politically-minded classes who have no 
means of intercourse with each other except in the English 
language, who have no roal contact with the masses, who 
are incapable of giving them the guidance they require, and 
are animated in the main by very great hostility to this 
country. India is no more a political personality than. Eu- 
rope. India is a geographical term. It is no more a united 
nation than the Equator, ” ® 

In this abstraction called India, Churchill could detect 
only one concrete reality— that the scores of nations and 
races were always flying at each other’s thrqat 1 This .was 
his fourth pillar. He had made the great discovery that 
“there are at least seventy isio) different rae^s and 
even more numerous religions and sects in India, many 
of them in a state of antagonism. ” ® In this con- 
1. India p, 77 % Ibid. p. 186 3 Md. p. 40 
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neclion lie frequently invoked a pronouncement of hia 
great father. Lord Randolph Ohurohill had aaid in 1885 ; 

“ Our rule in India ia, as It wore, a sheet of oil spread out 
over the surface of, and keeping calm and quiet and un> 
ruffled by storms, an immense and profound ocean of 
humanity. Underneath that rule lie hidden all the memories 
of fallen dynasties, all the traditions of vanquished races, 
all the pride of insulted creeds. ” ^ 

In,the true Imperialist tradition, Churchill took every 
opportunity in Parliament and outside to allude to, to harp 
upon, to magnify and even subtly to incite the communal 
and other differences in the Indian body politic. “ While 
the Hindu elaborates his argument, the Muslim sharpens 
his sword. Between these two races and creeds, containing 
as they do so many gifted and charming beings in all the 
glory of youth, there ia no inter-marriage. The gulf is 
impassable. *’ * One wonders if Ohurohill ever learnt that 
Jiunah’s daughter has married a Christian and Nehru’s a 
Parsi 1 

And now listen to this lurid description which would 
have delighted the heart of Macaulay ; “ If you took the 
antagqpisms of Franco and Germany, and the antagonisms of 
Catholics and Protostants, and compounded them and multi- 
plied them ten-fold, you would not equal the division, 
which separates these two races ( Hindu and Muslim) inter- 
mingled by scores of millions in the cities and plains of 
India. But over both of them the impartial rule of Britain 
has hitherto lifted its appeasing sceptre. ” ® 

Ohurohill seems to have never been called upon by his 
spell-bound audiences to explain how the two races failed, in 
the cepturies before the British stepped on the scene, to 
exterminate each other 1 Nor could he have known that in 

1 OirarohlU Lord Mandolph OhnsroMU 7ol. I p< 880 

2 India, p. 126-7 3 Ibid, p. 127 
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^the immei’owa dynastic wars in India, Muslims often fnuglit 
for Hindu kings while many Hindu chieftains prided upon 
their loyalty to the Moghul throne in Delhi. There never' 
has been a purely Hindu-Muslini wav in Indian history, 
except under “ the appeasing sceptre of the British ” during 
the last few years. 

The fifth pillar of Churchill was that the British have 
not merely duties and responsibilities to the Indian masses 
; but enjoy certain definite and overriding rights for, them- 
selves. He observed in the House of Commons on the 26th 
of 'January 1931 : “After all, there are British rights and 
interests in India, Two centuries of effort and achievement, 
lives given on a hundred fields, far more lives given and 
consumed in faithful and devoted service to the Indian 
people themselves. All this has earned us rights of our 
own in India. ” 

He frequently stressed these rights and he amplified 
them four years later as follows ; “We are no more aliens 
In India than the Mohamedans and the Hindus themselves. 
We have as good a right to be in India as any of them except 
perhaps the Depressed classes, who are the original stock. 
Our Government is not an irresponsible gpvovmnent. It is 
a govermheht responsible to the crown and to the IParlia- 
ment. It is ipcomparably thia best Governihent that India 
has ever seen or ever wiU see. ” ' . : • . . 

He returned later ouin the Speech to the same topic ; 

’‘ We hope once and for all to kill the idea that the British 
in India are AlienS m many apOlogiesi put of the 

country as: soon as they have beeh able to set up any kind 
of governing organism to take their place. We shall try to 
ibonlcate the , idea that we are there for ever as honoured 
partners with our Indian, fellow subjects, whom wsi ittvite in 
all faithfulness to join with us in the highest functiphs Of 
: Government for their lasting Benefit qnd/or wr hieH.’y 
1 Vbl, 297 Gblunajs^^ 'W 
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This was the 1935 version of the 19d2 We hold our otvn ! < 
and this postulate runs like a thread throughout Churobill’s 
career of fifty years and gives it a cohesion which it other- 
wise lacks. The stihalhern of the nineties and the Prime 
Minister of the forties meet on the common ground of 
India. Again and again he has rubbed it in upon the Indian 
people that Britain will never quit India. 

"It must be made plain that the British nation has no 
intention of relinquishing its mission in India, or of failing 
in its duty to the Indian masses, or of parting with its su- 
preme control in any of the essentials of peace, order and 
good government. We have no intention of casting away that 
most truly bright and precious jewel in the crown of the 
King, which more than all our other Dominions and Depen- 
dencies constitutes the glory and the strength of the British 
Empire." ^ He has frequently developed this theme in the 
Commons, Here is a sample (January 26, 1931)); "Por 
thirty years I have watched from a central position the mani- 
festations of the will power of Great Britain, and I do not 
believe our people will Consent, to be edged, pushed, talked 
and; cozened ont of India. ” 

Nsir does Churchill merely indulge in sanctimonious 
platitudes about Britain’s mission in India abd her moral 
responsibility to the Indian masBeB. He realizes very well 
India’s mission to Britain and the utilitarian value of the 
Indian masses to the British classes, too. That is the 
^eat saving grace abont Winston Churchill. When he is 
really in a fighting mood, he blurts ' out the raw truth 
without any' frills or furbelows. He declared in; ;L930\: 

The has of India would rfMrK and m 
downfall of iM British ^ Empire. That great organiam 
would ^aaa dia stroke out of Ufe inhMstory" 

Here is another and grimmer ■warning,: he gave^to the 
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British people : “ The loss o£ India, however arisinjA, 

wonld be final and fatal to nS. It oonld not fail to be part 
of a process which would reduce us to the scale of a minor 
Power. Holland, once our equal, was outmatched in the 
world in spite of all her sturdy domestic strength, and 
became a small continental state. But Holland sdfCered 
this eclipse without having acquired the population of a 
modern first-class State. We have forty-five millions in this 
island, a very large proportion of whom are in existence 
because of our world position, economic, political, imperial. 
If, guided by counsels of madness and cowardice disgnised 
as false benevolence, you troop home from India, yon will 
leave behind you what John Mocley called ‘a bloody chaos’; 
and yon will find famine to greet yon on the horizon on 
yonr return.” * 

This is the seventh and contra! pillar on which the Chur- 
ohillian edifice rests. Britain’s moral responsibility tc India 
ia the gUttacing facade to dawile the world and hoodwink 
even the Indians. The real foundation of British rule in 
India lies in the latter’s material utility to Britain. 


CHAPTER X 

ON THE SPOT 

THE seven Indian pillars of Ohurchill had neither a 
Hreoian symmetry nor a Roman grandeur about them. They 
were rather like the apparently imposing bnt far from m- 
spiring colonnades which greet the visitor to New Delhi. 
Rows and rows of them leading to nowhere. ^ 

It would be easy for any person with a little knowledge 
of logic and a fair sense of justice to demolish a struo- 
I Speech at IFree Trade Hall, Manchester, Janxiary 30, 1981. 
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turo sniiported by such jorry-built pillars. And in fact 
during the six years o£ what I may call Ohurchill’a Indian 
interlude ( from 1929 to 1935 ), the struolure was so riddled 
with shot and shell by Englishmen and Indiana, by foe and 
friend, from the left and right and even the centre, that 
little was left of it except the few square feet on which its 
irrepressible owner-builder stood defiantly. Never has 
Winston Ohurohill’s career, packed with adventure and achie- 
vement, been so full of frustration — unrelieved frustration 
— as it was during the years 1929 to 1935. 

Even his worst enemies cannot withold their admira- 
tion, however, for the sheer bull-dog tenacity with whioh 
Churchill fought for India, i. e. for keeping India safe 
for Britain. From the first moment when EamSay Mac- 
donald, the Labonr Premier, made the Dominion Statns 
declaration on October 31, 1929, to the last when the India 
Bill was successfully piloted through its third reading in 
the Honso of Commons by Sir Samuel Hoare, the Oom&r- 
vative Secretary of Stale for India, on June 5, 1935, and 
the curtain finally fell down on the Indian scene, Ohur- 
ohill struggled unceasingly against what he condemned as 
the pplioy of surrender. 

To begin with, he had good reason to be profoundly 
upset by Macdonald’s announcement. It did not hurt 
so much that the Labour Government should start some 
such madcap stunt. It was fully expected of them and 
that is why Lord Birkenhead had taken such care to 
appoint the Simon Commission two years before its due 
ti^e, as we have seen in an earlier chapter. But he could 
hardly believe his eyes when he saw those two faithful, 
the liberal Sir John Simon and the Tory Lord Irwin, 
themselves walking into the parlour of the Labour Premier. 
It was Sir John Simon’s suggestion which was seized upon 
by the new Government as the excuse for calling the 
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Round Table Oonforence, -while Lord Irwin turned himself 
into a willing mouthiiieoa of Maedonald. 

No wonder both Birkenhead, the god-father of the 
Commission, and Churchill, who was to be in loco parentis 
to it after the former’s death, felt outraged by the turn 
of events. They refused to be mollified by Macdonald’s 
assurance that the declaration involved no change of policy, 
even though it was aooepled by Baldwin, the leader of 
the Opposition, and the maiority of the Conservative" Parly. 
Birkenhead roundly condemned every word said in Britain 
on India, before the publication of the Commission’s Report, 
as a treachery to its authority : “ Nobody knew whether 
the Simon Commission was prepared to recommend Domi- 
nion Status. But everyone who believed reasonably in 
their sanity knew that that could not bo ! ” Churchill on 
his part delivered a solemn warning ( in hiS aforemen- 
tioned article in the Daily Mail ) to Macdonald’s Govern- 
ment against abusing in any way " our confidence in so 
grave a matter. ” 

He proceeded .* “ It is the duty of public men and poli- 
tical parties to make it plain without delay that the exten- 
sion of Dominion Status to India is not praoticable»at tho 
present time and that any attempt to secure it will encoun- 
ter the earnest resistance of the British nation The 

idea that Home Buie for India or Dominion Status can 
emerge from anything that is now being done or inquired 
into, is not only fantastic in itself but criminally mischievous 
in its effoots,” He oonolnded on the ringing peroration : 
“ Against the perpetration of such a crime as the immediate 
grant of Dominion Status, it is necessary without delay to 
marshal the sober and resolute forces of the British Einpire, 
and thus preserve the life and welfare of all the peoples 
of Hindustan.” 

This he proceeded to do -with the typical Churohillian 
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fervoTii". He concentrated all hia energies and abilitiea, his 
oratorical gills and his parliamentary finesse, his skill as 
an organiser and'as a -wire-puller, on a single issue — India — 
which became the one dominating preoccupation of his 
public life. To the crusader’s burning zeal was soon added 
the crusader's blind bigotry. Indeed, so completely and 
violently did he identify himself with the cause of keeping 
India safe for Britain, that it gradually grew almost into a 
pathological obsession with him. We have it on the autho- 
rity of Vincent Sheean, who used to meet him frequently 
in those days, that in 19.15 when all his opposition had 
gone for naught with tho pastago of the Government of 
India Act, “ Churchill would not speak to his old colleagues 
and friends if they had been in favour of oven the most 
modest oonstituti mal reform in India.”^ 

Ifor five and a half years he conducted a raginfe, tearing 
campaign against the hideous crime of the Dominion Status 
deolarniion. Against Ramsay Macdonald and Irwin, and 
lator against Stanley Baldwimand Sir Samuel Hoare. Against 
the Socialist '‘mismanagement and depredation” and tho 
Conservative oomplacenco and prodigality. Against “ the 
viewy hysterical megalomania of tho Bound Table Confe- 
rence.* Against the White Paper, which was ” a draft for 
Britain’s abdication of its sacred duties and rights in India.” 
“ It is a paradox, an elaborate grimace.” Against the Parlia- 
mentary Joint Select Committee, which was “ a sort of 
recruiting agency for the supporters of the Bill ” — “ not a 
committee of inquiry, hut a mutual admiration society. ” 
Against the Government of India Bill, which was “ a gigantic 
quilt of jumbled crochet work,” as also ‘‘a monstrous 
monument of sham built by pigmies. ” And, of course, 
against the Indian National Congress “ which burnt the 
Union Jack at Lahore” and against Gandhi whose vei>y 
name was anathema I 

]. Bdbween the Ihimder And the Sim p. 42 
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Though it ■was ultimately to prove a cry in the wilder- 
ness, Ohurohill’s voice never tailed or faltered or died on 
the echo. Now it was hushed iu simulated accents of 
doom if India were lost to Britain. Now it suoered iu 
scorn and ridicule against his adversaries. Now it quivered 
■with indignation and invective against the Indian rebels 
who were demanding freedom. Now it lashed in fm'y 
against the policy of defeatism followed by the British 
public leaders. 

And again and again it rose to a crescendo of stirring 
appeal to bis fellow-Britons not to sign away their title- 
deeds of the greatest empire in history : “ India is no ordinary 
question of party politics. It is one of those supreme issues 
which come upon us from time to time. When they arise, 
the men and women who faithfully guard the life of Britain 
and her Empire in every rank and employment, in every 
part of the country, feel the same vibration. They felt it 
on August 4, 1914. They felt it in the General Strike. 
They feel it now. 

Unfortunately for Churchill, they did not, in spite of the 
applause he received. Their national phlegm remained un- 
rufBed. Churchill’s lurid picture of tho doom thaliwould 
overtake Britain because of a certain declaration made by 
Ramsay Macdonald — which he had duly and promptly ex- 
plained away 1 — did not make their flesh creep. They knew 
their Mac and also their Winston. Secretly they rather piti- 
ed the former, who was beating his ineffectual wings in the 
void, and they laughed in their sleeve at the latter’s incurable 
propensity for mistaking a ooffee-honso brawl for a bloqdy 
revolution. Besides, it was absurd to suggest that the Labour 
Government, which was in ofidoe but not in power,, would 
dare to write off India in sheer Socialistic enssedness. 

I Speech before tho Oousoil of the West Essex Conservative 
ABSooietilon, EebroarySS, 1931. 
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Apparently it took Churchill a long time to realize this 
sober fact. And when ho did, he was much too far gone 
to retrace his stops. Whatever may be the mixed motives, 
which first impelled Churchill to take up the Indian issue 
{ as discussed in an earlier chapter), the Indian issue itself 
gradually became an idee fixe with him. Instead of being 
hailed as a prophet, he soon found that he was heading to 
become a martyr ! All his feai*a were being dismissed as 
delusiojis and his appeals to save India fell mostly on 
deaf ears. 

Nothing seemed to shake or break that “boneless 
wonder ” Ramsay Macdonald, who was extricating himself 
from all promises and predicaments with consummate ease 
and success. Baldwin on his part had kept too strong a 
hand on the party machine for Churchill to hope even for 
a remote chance to seize its control. And worst of all both 
those extremes were from the very beginning showing signs 
of coming together — the first meeting-ground being provi- 
ded by India itself 1 The muse of irony which was to mock 
Churchill for ten long years first revealed her hand in 
this manner. 

Churchill took his stand on the Act of 1919, 
which is “ a rook that cannot be removed and on the 
Report of the Statutory Commission, which scrupulously and 
pointedly avoided the phrase “ Dominion Status ” and 
thus justified the trust reposed in it by those who called 
it into being. “ By that Act we conferred great new 
constitutional powers upon the Indian political classes 
fl-iy l we pledged to extend those constitutional powers 
honourably and perseveringly...jBM^ iy the same Act ice 
reserved to ourselves an equal right to restrict, delay or, if 
need he, for a spell to reverse the process. ” Like the old lady 
in the song who wanted to sweep back the Atlsintio with 
her broom, to the end Churchill entertained the hope 
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that he coaid restore India to the maternal autocracy o£ his 
father’s days. But, unlike the old lady, he has ! 

The Simon Commission Report, which was pub- 
lished in 1930, was considered by Churchill to be the 
sole foundation for the joint treatment of the Indian 
problem by the three British parties. “Once that report 
has been put on one side, as it has been almost contemp- 
tuously by the Socialist Government, it is imperative 
that the Conservative Party should recover the*' fullest 
possible liberty of judgment.”^ This was, of course, a 
direct challenge to Baldwin, who had promised to co- 
opemte with Macdonald on the Indian issue. Churchill 
could not accept “ the suggestion that we ought to keep 
India out of party politics, if it only means we are going 
to lose India with decorum and dignity. To lose India 
would be far worse than to bring it into party i)olitioB.” * 
“ The unity of all parties upon a policy dictated by the So- 
cialist Government would, in my opinion, bo worse even 
than disunity of parties upon the Indian quostion,” “ 

This did not in any way mean that Churchill had 
loyally accepted all the recommendations of ihe Simon 
Commission. On the contrary, he thought that ilf went 
“further than many of us would cate to go in some 
respects. ” Later on he roundly declared in the Commons : 
“ I would have been glad if the Simon Commission had 
reported, in view of the lack of co-operation of the Congress, 
that no further advance was justified at the present time. ”* 
Churchill, however, looked at the Report through his own 
spectacles and on one occasion Major Attlee, who watt a 
member of the Commission, was constrained to remark that 

1 Speech at Winoheeter Honse, 7eb. 23, 1931 

2 „ „ Oonstatnttooal Clab, Maroh 26, 1931 

3 ,, House of Commons, lilaroh 12, 1931 

i Sansari. 297-10B6 
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he found a great difficulty in recognizing his own offspring 
through the glasses of Ohurchill ! 

Charchill never lost an opportunity of assailing the Do- 
minion Status declaration “ which was uncalled for, was an 
interruption of the procedure prescribed by law and was an 
intervention between Parliament and their Oominission. ” 
Ohurchill dismissed Dominion Status for India as “ an 
ultimate visionary goal ” — a goal which has no chance of 
“ bein^ reached in our lifetime, or in any period which it 
is profitable for us to consider. ” lie brusquely pushed 
aside all analogies between the self-governing Dominions 
and India. 

“ Dominion Status like that of Canada or Austialia is 
not going to happen in India in any period which we can 
remotely foresee, ” " Nothing of this sort is possible in 
India ; nothing of this bind is contemplated in India, not 
even by the most forward Member of the present Gove- 
rnment. “ Underneath the smooth platitudes and euphe- 
misms of Weatorn democratic politics and all this airy Round 
Table talk, the actual process of governing India has boen 
tardily but I'igorously carried on. 

^efore long it becaiuo obvious that India was not 
the “ open sesame ” to the leadership of the Conservative 
Party and, much less, to the consequent Premiership 
when the party might return to power. On the contrary, 
Ohurchill’s own position in the inner counsels of the party 
•was proving far from happy. His differences "with Baldwin 
on the Indian issue soon came to head and he decided to 
burn all boats behind him by resigning from the Oonserva- 
ti-^e shadow Cabinet in February 1931. 

Hot only that but he informed the Party Council of his 
constituency : “ I should not be able to serve in any ad- 
ministration about whose Indian policy I was not reassured.” 

1 India p. 65 2 Speeoh In London, Deo, 12, 1030 
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He reiterated Ma determination the following month at the 
Constitutional Club ; “ I wish to make it perfectly clear I 
am going to attack the Socialist record and policy in India. 
Nothing will turn mo from it, and I have cheerfully and 
gladly put out of my mind all idea of public office. I 
intend to fight this question during the next two or three 
years, in which it will be the cnlminating issue in British 
politics, without regard to any aspect but the merits.” 

Churchill gradually began to find himself a low wolf 
whether in the Party, Parliament or the general public. 
Only confirmed reactionaries flocked under his “ Save India 
for Britain ” standard. The death of Birkenhead deprived 
Churchill of a comrade who was even more obscurant)St~ 
as far as India was concerned — than himself. The Colonel 
Blimps and such other diehards who associated with him 
gave him loyal support, but they were more of a liability 
than a help to him in the resurrection of his political for- 
tunes. Nevertheless he found a usoful propaganda instru- 
ment in the ” Indian Empire Society”, founded by a number 
of ex-Governors of Indian provinces, of which he became 
the patron saint and under whose auspices he stumped the 
country for his ” Save India for Britain” campaign.^ The 
moat valuable support he gob was from the Rothermere 
Press. 

Churchill was undaunted by his failure to convince aijy 
front-ranker about the justioe of his cause. He observed 
in this conneotiou : "lam told 1 am alone among men who 
have held high public office in this country in the view 
I take about the Indian policy. If that were so it woqld 
he a great honour for me, because I should be left alone to 
plead a majestic cause, and I should be left alone to ;Fepre« 
sent the opinions of many millions of British men and 
women in every party who are deeply concerned at the 
trend of events in the East. If I am alone, I am going to 



ON THE SPOT 


81 


receive shortly an ally — a very povyerfril ally — an ally whom 
1 dread — an ally with a sombre title — ^his title is TEB 
MAROn OF EVENTS. The march of events in India will 
be grim and may possibly be rapid.”*’ 

The method Churchill adopted to plead his “ majestic 
cause ” cannot be said to have been in any way majestic. 
He plunged himself into the controversy with a reohlesa 
^ abandon and his pronouncements of those days hardly sound 
at thi% distance of time as if they emanated from an Elder 
Statesman — which Churchill had already become then — who 
had adorned high offices of state for a quarter of a century ! 
The leaser the support he could muster, the more unrestrai- 
ned beoaino his propaganda. 

As Sir Herbert Samuel observed in a memorable debate 
in the Commons : ” Churchill left no stone unturned s one 
might almost say that he left no stone nnthrown 1” Like Big 
Bertha, he hurled his shells across five thousand miles 
against “tho Indian revolutionaries,” even against Lord 
Irwin who was “ dangling the orb of power before the 
gleaming eyes of excitable millions and before the powerful 
forces of implacable hostility with whom we have, as is well 
known, to cope in India.”* Hefought pitched battles against 
the Labour Government on the floor of the Commons, 
where he has always been a host in himself. And finally 
in the camp of his own Party, he began a guerilla warfare 
against its leader. 

There is a contemporary cartoon by Low in which Chur- 
chill is depicted as a typical Chicago gangster, staging a 
fra{ne-up with his associates to shoot Mr. Baldwin. The 
occasion was provided by a fierce by-election in London, 
which was contested by two Tory candidates on the Indian 
issue. The caption of the cartoon reads : On the /Sjpoi’— the 
spot being India — The ‘ lumping off ’ of Mr. Baldwin 

1. Mlia-pp, 135-136 2, IlM. pp. 66-6 
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for Ms Indian policy. Mr. OhurcMU i Cigarface) in the 
taxi. Oigarface ia firing the tommy-gun in bis hand, while 
his fellow-gangsters are shown strategically disposed all 
around, aimultaneously firing their revolvers at the unfortu- 
nate victim, who is collapsing to the ground. Low has thus 
exquisitely preserved for posterity a phase in Churchill’s 
career which he fain would forget. 


CHAPTER XI 

THE MARCH 0P EVENTS 

THE March of Events, which Churchill hailed as “ an ally 
with a sombre title, ” had meanwhile begun. In India it 
was known as the March of Dandi. And in the end it 
hardly proved an ally of Churchill I 

He quickly diagnosed the political situation in India : 

When Mr. Gandhi went to the seashore, he was not 
looking for salt ; he was looking for trouble. He was 
looking for means of fiouting tdie Government and com- 
pelling them to arrest him. "^ Churchill was right and, hy 
Jingo I Churchill did fight against the policy of vacillation 
and temporising, “ blarney and palaver, ” negotiations and 
oonoesBions followed by the Socialist Government and the 
Ticeroy, The root of all the trouble was of course the 
Dominion Status Declaration. He attributed the patriotic 
upsurge in India entirely to that announcement. 

“ There was au enormous leap forward in the demands 
of the Indian political classes. What had been q.ccepted 
before was now brushed aside. Moderate men adopted 
opinions which hitherto had been considered extreme. 
1 House of Commoiis March 12, 1931. 
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Outbreaks of disorder and la'wlessness occurred in many 
parts of India, culminating in the Nationalist Congress at 
Lahore, at which the British flag was insulted with every 
circumstance of formality and publicity, and I may add, 
insulted with impunity. “ If, instead of raising alluring 
hopes of speedy Dominion Status, we had concentrated 
upon practical steps to advance the material conditions of , 
the Indian masses ; if the Congress at Lahore which burnt 
the ni)lon Jack had been broken up forthwith and its leaders 
deported ; if Gandhi had been arrested and tried as soon as 
he broke the law ; if the will to rule had been firmly 
asserted, there wonld have been no necessity for the immense 
series of penal measures which have, in fact, been taken.” ^ 

Churchill was a firm believer in the doctrine — a punch 
on the nose and no nonsense.” “ In dealing with Oriental 
races for whose well-being you are responsible, it is a mistake 
to try to gloss over grave differences, to try to dress up pro- 
posals in an unwarrantably favourable guise, to ignore or to 
conceal or to put in the background rugged but unpleasant 
facts. The right ooui'Se on the contrary is to state soberly 
and firmly what the British position is, and not be afraid to 
say ‘ this would not suit us ‘ that would not be good for 
you’, ‘ there is no chance of this coming to pass ’, ‘ we shall 
not agree to that being done.’ All these plain negatives 
ought to be stated frankly and plainly so that false hopes 
are not excited unduly and lead to disappointment and re- 
proaches. ”® 

Churchill did not spare Lord Irwin from the chastise- 
ment which he was showering upon the Socialist Govern- 
ment. In the beginning he spoke more in pity than in 
wrath« When the Dominion Status announcement was made, 
he thought that "it is all the more due to the Viceroy that 

1 House of Oommons January S6, 1931. S India p. 43 

3 IMd p. 91 
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'^he should be protected from the measureless evils of a mis- 
understauding of his words in India. ” But it was Soon 
made clear that Lord Irwin was acting as much out of his 
own volition as under instructions from Whitehall and that 
he was in no need of Churchill’s sympathy. The latter’s cri- 
ticism gradually became more caustic. Lord Irwin was 

- accused of “proceeding upon a wrong mental theme — ^his 
attitude towards India has throughout been an apology. He 
has not shown sufficient confidence in the indispiensable 
work which our country has done, and is doing for India, or 
in British resolution that it shall not be interrupted or des- 
troyed. 

Bui when it suited the occasion, Churchill did not he- 
sitate to go to the other extreme and to accuse Lord Irwin 
of the excessive nse of force, thus rivalling the calpacity of a 
certain nameless gentleman of blowing hot and cold in the 
same breath. “ The well-meaning and high-minded Vice- 
roy”, observed Churchill in the' Commons on January 26, 
1931, “has had to couple with his kindly speeches and senti- 
ments a succession of repressive measures and of restrictions 
on civil liberty without precedent in India since the Mutiny y 
except in some days of the Great War.” Again in a flpeoch 
at the Albert Hall on March IS, 1931, he observed : “ A 
calm, capable, determined Viceroy properly supported from 
home could maintain peace and tranquillity in India year 
after year with a tenth of the repressive measm’es which 
' Lbrd Irwin has been compelled to employ.” 'Again: “A. 
tithe of those measures and of the suffering they entailed 
would have had their effect, if they had been accompanied 
by a confident and sober policy.” " 

It was, however, “Lord Irwin’s dear colleague and 
companion, the saint, the lawyer” — Gandhi — for whom the 
choicest Churchilliau epithets and invective were naturally 

1 Speech at Mauoheater January 80, lOSl 
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reserved. In the very first meeting vrliioh he addressed 
under the auspices of the notorious “Indian Empire Society”, 
he uttered the prophetic imprecation of his career : “ The 
truth is that Gandhi-ism and all it stands for will sooner or 
later have to be grappled with and finally crushed. It is 
no use trying to satisfy a tiger by feeding him with cat’s- 
meat.” It was a fine figure of speech, indeed, to damn the 
greatest apostle of non-violence in the 20th century as a 
tiger before denying him the cat’s-meat of political reforms. 
This classic phrase, therefore, deserved to survive even apart 
from its prophetic character. 

Ohurohill was naturally happy when after its initial 
hesitation the steam-roller of law and order got a move on 
in India. He expressed satisfaction that “twenty-four 
thousand Indian politicians or their dupes are in gaol. Every- 
where disorder has been repressed. The Gandhi movement 
which measured its strength with the Government of India 
has boon for the moment, to a large extent, mastered.” He 
was therefore annoyed when negotiations for a oompromise 
were initiated soon after by the journalist George aiooombe, 
during a sensational interview he had with Gandhi in the 
Teravjfda Prison in May 19.80. Though nothing came out 
of it immediately, the Incident created a great furore in 
Britain and Wedgewood Benn. the Secretary of State for 
India, publicly denied that he had in any way authorised 
Slocombe’s mission. 

The negotiations, however, were continued by those 
two famous “ peace-makers, ” Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru and 
Mr. M. R. Jayakar, and later on by Mr. Horace G. Alexander. 
Lord Irwin himself, though he had resorted to the familiar 
phenorpenon of “ Ordinance Raj ”, was not content to mate 
of India a desert and call it peace. In the very thick of the 
struggle, he had the moral courage to pay a handsome 
tribute to Indian nationalism. " Howsoever emphatically 
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•we may conclemn the Oivil Diaobedienco Movement, " ho 
observed in his annual speech before the Enropoan Associ- 
ation, Calcutta, “we should make a profound mistake if we 
underestimated the genuine and powerful meaning of Nation- 
alism that is to-day animating much of Indian thought.” 

The efforts of the ” peace-makers ” received a powerful 
, fillip at the Bound Table Conference and at its conclusion 
Ramsay Macdonald himsolf declared in his valedictory address 
that “ If there is response to the Viceroy’s appeal from 
those engaged in civil disobedience, and others wish to co- 
operate on the general lines of this declaration, steps will be 
taken to enlist their services. ” Exactly a week after this 
announcement, Gandhi and his principal lieutenants were 
released unconditionally on the 26th of January, 1 9.^1. 

Followed a month oC hectic talks between Gandhi and 
Lord Irwin for a political settlement in India. So flatly 
contradictory were the view-points of the Congress and 
Government, that the negotiations always appeared to be on 
the verge of breakdown. Tho miracle was not that a for- 
mula satisfactory to both the parties was hammered out 
ultimately, hut that the talks could continue So long at alh 
The honours for the Gandhi-Irwin Pact, which waR con- 
summated on the 5th of March 1931, were shared evenly. 
Gandhi himself publicly paid a handsome tribute to the 
Viceroy’s inexhaustible patience and equally inexhaustible 
industry and unfailing courtesy.” It was a victory for 
both the parties. It was one of the greatest days in Lord 
Irwin’s life. In his Caesar's career he had won a Christian 
triumph. 

Churchill viewed all these developments in London 
and New Delhi with undisguised disgust. Within four days 
of Gandhi’s release, he severely castigated the Viceroy in a 
speech at Manchester, for trying to negotiate with Gandhi 
while he was in gaol. ” Gandhi, who is a fanatic and ascetic 
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of the fakir type \«eU known in the East, rejected these' 
overtures with contempt. But you can imagine how his 
prestige throughout India was raised by the fact that the 
mighty Indian Government first made him a martyr in the 
eyes of his fellows, and then, while he was actually their 
captive, solicited his aid. Now that the Round Table Con- 
stitution has been drafted and sent out to India ' on appro- 
val’, Gandhi and thirty of his leading fellow-conspirators 
have been set at liberty, unconditionally, in the hopes that 
they •will at any rate say some kind words about the 
scheme. 

“ As might have been expected, Gandhi was received 
rapturously by his followers. He has been mode a martyr 
under very comfortable conditions, and a national hero 
without running any risk, and he now emerges on the scene 
a triumphant victor. It did not take him long to launch his 
new defiance at the Government of India.” ^ 

Cried Churchill in mounting anger ; “ If the Viceroy 
and the Socialist Government had wished to manufacture and 
foment disorder instead of helping to quiet it, they could 
hardly have acted otherwise than they have dohe.” And 
when touring the course of negotiations Gandhi began to pay 
his frequent and prolonged visits to Lord Irwin, Ohurohill’s 
Tory soul writhed in agony : “ It is alarming and also 
nauseating to see Mr. Gandhi, a seditious Middle Temple 
lawyer, now posing as a fakir of a type well-known in the 
East, striding half-naked up the steps of the Viceregal 
palace, while he is still organising and conducting a defiiant 
caippaign of civil disobedience, to parley on equal terms 
with the representative of the King-Emperor. Such a 
spectacle can only increase the nnrest in India and the 
danger to which white people there are exposed. It can 
only encourage ail the forces which are hostile to British 

1 'Xn4ia p. 74 
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f authority.” After detailing a few of QandM’ri niiuH, 
Ohurobill obaei’ved : “ Surely they form a strange Im'tis for 
heart-to-heart discussions — ‘sweet’ wo are told thoywcrO — 
between this malignant subversive fanatic and the Viceroy 
of India." 

Such horror-struck charges of leae-majeste came ill from 
a person like Ohurchill who only a fow years ago, during 
the negotiations that led to the Anglo-Irish Treaty of 1923, 
in which he played a leading role, welcomed thg Irish 
revolutionaries in his own home and warmly shook their 
blood-soaked hands. Men like Arthur QrifQth and Michael 
Collins had a price on their heads and goodness knows how 
many lives had fallen to their guns. But still Churchill 
sought the co-operation of the Sinn Fein leaders, pleaded 
for a policy of “ forget and forgive ” and openly extolled 
their patriotism. As one of his biographers says of those 
days : “ Winston’s capacity for peace-making was taxed to 
the uttermost, He sent message after messsge to the men 
in Dublin, counselling, advising, encouraging and restrain- 
ing. They were in the frankest terms — not communications 
of one Minister to another, but the outspoken loiters that 
pass between friends who are men of affaifs.” * ^ 

But when a similar role was played by Irwin vis-a-vis 
Gandhi, Churchill heaped execrations upon it. It may be 
because, though the role was similar, the men were not. 
De Valera, Collins and Griffith oovored their white skins with 
the correct European costumos while Gandhi kept most of 
his brown body bare to the sun’s life-giving rays. The Irish 
revolutionaries were up to ail the tricks of their British 
masters while Gandhi was a Tonight sans peur et sans 
r^rodhe. And finally while the Irishmen gave two bullets 
for every one received from the Black and Tan, that idiot 

l Sadia, p. 81 2 liid, pp. 94-6 

3 Itcvris Broad Wnxtm QhweHll p. 187 
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Gandhi always thought of turning his left cheek to him • 
who had struck his right. His greatest threat to the mighty 
British Empire was to fill its jails with non-violent civil 
resisters. Such men are dangerous. They must be crushed ! 

No wonder then that Churchill was deeply incensed 
when the GandM-Irwin Agreement was signed. He called 
it “the natural and logical outcome of Round Table Confe- 
rence. Gandhi with the deep knowledge of the Indian 
peoples* by the dress he wore — or did not wear — by the way 
which his food was brought him at the Viceregal Palace,^ 
deliberately insulted, in a manner which he knew everyone 
In India would appreciate, the majesty of the King’s repre- 
sentative. These are not trifles in the East. Thereby our 
power to maintain peace and order among the immense 
masses in India has been sensibly impaired.” Churchill 
accused Lord Irwin of “having fostered the growth' of Mr. 
Gandhi’s power to an extent almost inconceivable.” 

" Mr. Gandhi and Congress have been raised before the 
eyes of hundreds of million as the champions of Indian 
nationalism against the whito intrnder, and henceforward 
they aro the dominant and recognised power with whom we 
have ijpmediately to deal. They have been raised to a 
towering pedestal of fame and eminence in the eyes of all 
disloyal elements in India as having infiicted upon the 
mighty Government, on whose functioning the safety of the 
whole country depends, such humiliation and defiance as 
has not been known since the British fii’Sl trod the soil 
of India.”* 

1 The referenoo Is to on oooBsion daring the negotiations, when in 
ord^ to save idme, Gandhi had his goat’s milk and date repast at the 
desk at which he was sitting in disoussion with the Viceroy. The food 
was taken over by Miraben (Miss Madeline Slade, daughter of a British 
Admiral, and for many ysars a disoiple of Gandhi. ) Lord Irwin is said 
to have been greatly touched by this little ino^ent. 

2 InA\o. p. 106 



90 , CHUEOniLL’S EMND'SrOT : INDIA 

f In the same speech in the Commons ( March 12, lOIil, ) 
Churchill painted the Indian situation following the Oandhi- 
Irwin pact in terms suflicicntly Inrid to curdle the blood of 
all God-fearing, Empire-loving Englishmen. “ All over 
India expectations, aspirations and appetites have been exci- 
ted and are mounting. Already Mr. Gandhi moves about 
surrounded by a circle of wealthy men, who see at their 
finger-tips the acquisition of the resources of an Empire on 
cheaper terms than were ever yet oflered in the world. Sir, 
the Roman senator, Didius Jnlianns, was dining at a restau- 
rant when they told him that the Praetorian guard had put 
the Empire up to auction and were selling it in the ditch of 
their camp; he ran out, and, according to Gibbon, bought it 
for £200 sterling per soldier. That was fairly cheap; but 
the terms upon which the Empire is being offered to this 
group surrounding Mr. Gandhi are cheaper still. ” 

It was easy from such premises to draw the conclusion 
of imminent bloodshed, chaos and anarchy in India. “ The 
departure of the British from India, which Mr. Gandhi ad- 
vocates, and which Mr. Nehru demands, would bo followed 
first by a struggle in the North and thereafter by a rooon- 
quest of the South by the North and of the IlinduSrby the 
Moslems. This danger baa not escaped the crafty foresight 
of the Brahmins. It is for that reason that they wish to 
have the control of a British army, or failing that, a white 
army of janissaries ofiBcered, as Mr. Gandhi has suggested, 
by Germans or other Europeans. They wish to have an 
effective foreign army, or foreign-organised army, in order 
to preserve their dominance over the Moslems and their 
tyranny over their own untouchables. There is the open 
plot of which we are in danger of becoming the dupes, and 
the luckless millions of Indiana the victims. 

“It is our duty to guard those millions from that fate.’’^ 

1 Iniia p, 12 s 
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This waa only the old “Not a rupee, not a virgin’' bogey 
in reverse gear and 1 shall add only one more piece to the 
selection of Indian Gbarchilliana in this chapter. Mr. 
Churchill is speaking under the kindly auspices of the 
“ Indian Empire Society ” in the Albert Hall, London, on 
March 18, 1931: “ Now that there is spread through India 
the belief that we are a broken, bankrupt, played-out power 
and that our rule is going to pass away and be transferred 
in the name of the majority to the Brahmin sect, all sorts of 
greedy appetites have been excited, and many itching 
fingers are stretching and scratching at the vast pillage of a 
derelict Empire. 

“ I read only last week of the crowd of rich Bombay 
merchants and millionaire millowners, millionaires on swea- 
ted labour, who surround Mr. Gandhi. What are they do- 
ing there, these men, and what is he doing in their houses ? 
They are making arrangements that the greatest bluff, the 
greatest humbug and the greatest betrayal shall be followed 
by the greatest ramp. Nepotism, back-scratching, graft and 
corruption in every form will be the handmaidens of a 
Brahmin domination. Ear rather would I see every English- 
man qujt the country, every soldier, every civil servant em- 
bark at Bombay, than that we should remain clutching on 
to the control of foreign relations and begging for trading 
facilities, while all the time we wear the mere cloak of dis- 
honour and oppression. " 

No I Not the mere cloak 1 1 

CHAPTER XII 

"VIEWY HYSTElReaL MEGHLOMaWia'* 

THE foregoing philippics of Churchill may well make • 
the mythical reader from Mars wonder whether during 
-1930-1931 there was really any prospect of Britain quitting 
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India bag and baggage. ChurehiU’s diak'ibos woxild almost 
make that Martian stranger believe that tlio Socialist Govoru- 
ment of Britain had already booked their passage on the 
last steamer home. We have seen, however, how with his 
fatal propensity for prevarication, Eamsay Macdonald stran- 
gled the Dominion Status declaration in its very cradle 
and how snbaeqnantly, in dealing with the Civil Disobe- 
dience Movement, Lord Iriwn resorted to repressive mea- 
snres which were in Churchill’s words “ without any 
precedent in India since the Mutiny.” The Ordinances 
were certainly not the swan-song of an Empire which had 
voluntarily decided to dissoWe itself and to hand over the 
trust-held patrimony to the rightful owners. 

The first Indian Round Table Conference which was 
Inaugurated by His Malesty the King Emperor at a public 
session in the Royal Gallery of the House of Lords on 
November 12, 1930, met against the background of over- 
flowing jails and cracked heads. In spile of the number 
of eminent gentlemen and panoplied Princes who attended 
it, it was utterly unrepresentative of the nationalist opinion 
in India. An air of unreality thus hung over the St. 
James’ Palace, where after its inaugural oeremopy the 
business sessions of the Conference were hold. Even if it 
had the intention, the Labour Government had not the 
courage to grant a real home-rule constitution to India. 
It was in power under sufEeranoe of the Liberal Party and, 
on the Indian issue at any rate, it could not hazard to ride 
roughshod over Conservative opinion. As far as the Indian 
members w#e concerned, they were, at best, mere nominees 
in their own merit, and, at worst, Charlie MaoOarthies saving 
their puppet pieces as directed by New Delhi. 

The destinieB of 400 million people were entrusted to 
the deliberations of suehabody, which hadneithera past nor 
a future, which was without roots either in India or in Bri- 
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tain, and which was caught at the very moment of its birth 
in the cross-fire from the extremities. As one wades through 
its bulky reports at this distance of time, one feels as if one 
were witnessing a shadow play by Shankar, the gigantic figures 
flitting hither and thither, now making love, now fighting 
to death, gesticulating, grimacing, laughing, always remain- 
ing shadows. 

Nevertheless, for the first few days the verbal acroba- 
tics of Bamsay Macdonald, who presided over it, the oratori- 
cal exploits of the Indian' delegates and the Princes’ beau 
jeate, that they were prepared to join the Indian Federation, 
invested the Round Table Conference with a certain veri- 
similitude. Stung by the abuse and the ridicule from their 
countrymen for participating in such a iamasha, the mem- 
bers of the Conference flung themselves zealously into tho 
task of framing a constitution which would be treated by 
posterity as a sacred inheritance. 

They battled heroically with first principles, and cried 
Eureka ! Eureka ! t when all the diverse elements agreed — 
oaoh with its own mental reservations — on a federal constitu- 
tion for India, the constitution which fourteen years after 
the first Round Table Conference is still lying suspended 
in the womb of time. They recapitulated history, quoted 
poetry and told each other what jolly good fellows they 
were. Arriving at brasstacks, they split themselves into- 
nine sub-committees and heroically bore the rigours of the 
British winter for ten long weeks. In the end, when they 
found the task of constitution-making far more tough and 
knobby than they had imagined in their first flush of 
enthusiasm, they passe^ a milk-and-water resolution before 
dissolving themselves. ' 

It would not be amiss to give here an extract from the’ 
speeches of the Prime Minister, which set the key-note of the 
Round Table talks. Here is an extract from an earlier session : 
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“ W6 have made a great contribution here, you have 
naade a great contribution, to the style ol the architecture of 
the constitution. I had an Indian illustration in my mind. 
I do not think I will give it. You know, I have wandered 
up and down India, I have seen your beautiful old architec- 
ture. Under its walls, and standing in its shadows, I have 
tried to pour out my Western" — prejudices shall I call 
them ? — ^not exactly, because I do not think they are preju- 
dices but my Western upbringing— -and I have been able to 
revel in that extraordinary blossoming of the artistic Indian 
mind. Style of architecture, my friends, — remember this — 
has a great controlling influence on the mind that abides 
with it. Give us a constitution which is crude and alien in 
its construction, and it will not help us. 

“ Give us a constitution which is in accordance with 
experience, which has become part and pared of your spiri- 
tual thoughts, and that will help you. And the contribution 
I make to the style of the architecture of your constitution 
is this. The most characteristic foundation of our common 
Aryan civilization, of our common social order, is the family. 
The family, as the Begnm said yesterday, united in the 
village, the village united in tho district and so on— India 
a Federation, a Federation which is flexible, a Fe&eration 
which meets the historical inheritance you have all got, in 
so far as it is worthy to be carried into the future, a Federa- 
tion which enables mergings to take place, a Fedei-ation 
which embodies in itself the authority of the State and the 
liberty of the individual; the, superiority of the combination, 
and homage at the same time to the containing smaller co- 
ordinating groups within the Federation; that is in accor- 
dance, I think, both with the Indian genius and the British 
genius, because as a matter of fact, in onr fundamentals we 
drink at the same historical fountains and are refreshed by 
the same historical ramioisoeuoes.”*" (JSie.) 

1, Proceedings of the Bound Teble Oonf erenoe. pp. 184-6 
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It ia a long quotation but it protty ■woll illuatratea the 
manner and the matter of the proceedings of the Oonferonco. 
And no-w as a tail-piece to the above, road this parting tribute 
paid to Mr. Bamsay Macdonald by H. H. the late Maharaja 
of Alwar ; “ I do not think that in the whole wide woi’ld, 
if I had my choice, I could have selected a bigger bene- 
volent autocrat than you have been as the Chairman of 
the Conference. You have guided its deliberations ; you 
have t^ken part in its proceedings ; you have done your 
best to save time, and to save India’s face. And look at 
the result I’”" 

Churchill did. He looked with utter loathing at “ the 
viewy hysterical megalomania of the Botrnd Table Con- 
ference " which was being enacted before his eyes. 
While the Conference was holding its very first session in 
December 1930 he declared : ** The British nation has no 
intention whatever of relinquishing eJIeotnal control of 
Indian life and progress. The Round Table Oonforonoe 
now sitting has no power to frame a constittition for India. 
No agreement reached at the Conference will be binding in 
any degree, morally or legally, upon the Parliament. ”® He 
did nqt spare the delegates to the Conference, who being 
hand-picked by Government were fair target for the Chur- 
chillian shafts. " The Indian gentlemen and the notabilities 
are in no way representative of the real forces which 
challenge British rule in India.”® They are “with no 
delegated authority, so far as the forces with which we have 
to deal are concerned, no power to conclude an agreement 
and still less any power to enforce it. ”* 

Churchill was nevertheless taken aback by the spirit of 
oo-operation which was displayed on all sides during the 

1. ProoeedingB of the Pirst Bound Table Conference p. 457 

2. Speech in London. December 12, 19SO. 

3. Ibid, 4 Speech in House oi Commons, January 26, 1931. 
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first sitting o£ the Oonrerence — a spirit which was to become 
conspicuous by its absence in subsequent sessions. lie was 
appalled by the “ hysterical landslide of opinion ” which 
took place in Britain itself regarding the work of the 
Conference. He attacked the Blue Book on the Bound 
Table Conference in biting terms : “ This document here, 
which is its worki cannot be considered as anything else but 
the work of a would-be and unauthorised Constituent 
Assembly ; and His Majesty’s Government, eagerly catching 
their mood, set to work without more ado to fi’ame a federal 
constitution for all India, embodying the principle of a 
responsible Indian Ministry at the summit and centre of 
Indian affairs, the whole leading up speedily to that full 
Dominion Status with all that it entails, including — ^aS one 
of the members of the Conferonco, Mr. Sastri, was careful 
to remind us— as one of its most important features, the 
right to secede from the Britidi Empire, 

“ While all the world wondered, the Sovereign Bower 
which had created modern India and which was still its solo 
support and defence, smilingly, blandly and no doubt in 
most statesmanlike language, engaged in tinlimited hypo- 
thetical discussions about howto unite all the existing forces 
of Indian life, so as to be able to band over to tbom the 
executive powers of the central Government and the title- 
deeds of the British position in India. It ims even pretended, 
or at any rale allowed to appear, tlMt Indian disunity was 
the only or main obstacle to our speedy departure, 

If anything riled Churchill the Imperialist most, it 
was the fact that the Indian Princes — the proteges as well 
as the patrons of British Imperialism — ^had themselves 
suddenly plumped for federation. He considered it *' the 
most disquieting feature of all.” “ The action of the Princes 
may be due to the belief now Spreading so widely through- 
l Jndk py, 63-B4 
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Out the masses of India, that the British Raj will shortly 
ceaso to function, and that it will be sucoeedsd by the 
Congress Raj and the Gandhi Raj or some other form, and 
that Great Britain under the Socialists and under uniTersal 
suffrage, if pressed enough, if squeezed enough, if kicked 
enough, if -worried enough, will acquiesce in such a revo- 
lution.” He pooh-poohed the safeguards listed in the Blue 
Book as “ temporary expedients, apologetically adopted.” 
He viewed the federation at the centre and full responsible 
Government as “a double concurrent convulsion.” He 
summed up the work done by the First Round Table 
Conference in the following words in a speech in the 
Commons : “ Sir, I say that is a frightful prospect to have 
opened up so wantonly, so recklessly, so incontinently and 
in so short a time.”^ 

Churchill marshalled all his resources to nullify that 
prospect as far ns he could. It was ominous from his point 
of vie-w that Gandhi himself was being pressed by Lord 
Irwin to attend the Second Round Table Conference. He 
told an audience in Albert Hall on March 18, 1931s “Mr. 
Gandhi, their supreme hope, is to come to London, as soon 
as they can persuade him to come, and here in the centre 
of the Empire, he will discuss with British Ministers and 
politicians the best means for breaking it up. But ly that 
time tve shall he ready too. We shall not be taken by 
surprise, as the country was during the (first) Round Table 
Conference.” 

Churchill’s first success came when Mr. Baldwin re- 
jected the proposal to join in the three-party delegation 
which, Lord Irwin had proposed, should be sent opt to 
India, probably as the British representatives to the Second 
Round Table Conference to be held in this country. He 
declared in the Commons : “ I see in the pursuit of the 

1 January 26, 1981. 


7 
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Bound Table Oonference neither peace to India, nor pro- 
sperity for Lancashire.” But if at all the Oonference was 
to assemble again, it should do so in London and not 5000 
thousand miles away in India. . “ If the British people are 
to lose their Indian Empire, they shall do so with their eyes 
open, and not be led blindfold into a ti’ap.” 

Ohnrohill’s second siioeeas came with the retirement 
of Lord Irwin from the Viceroyalty in April 1931. Lord 
■Willingdon, who succeeded him, was a seasoned diplomat 
and, though a genial gentleman personally, was a firm believer 
in the power of the steel frame. He could at any rale 
be trusted to put a stop to the Christian hocus-pocus indril- 
ged in by his predecessor with the half-naked fakir. And 
the third and the greatest success of Churchill came with 
the collapse of the Laboixr Government a few months later 
and the emergence of the National Government. True, 
thanks to his betrayal of everything ho had struggled for 
all his life, Eamsay Macdonald still remained the Prime 
Minister. He was, however, no longer the wild Socialist 
but the tame lion delighting in licking the bejewelled hands 
of duchesses, kept in 10, Downing Street at the pleasure of 
Stanley Baldwin, who commanded a clear Conservative 
majority in Parliament. 

this single event should have finally set at rest all genu- 
ine fears and doubts of men like Churchill. The solid 
’Conservative phalanx in the Commons led by the redoubt- 
able Sir Samuel Hoare, the new Secretary of State for India, 
was surely not going to surrender the Indian Empire to 
Gandhi. Partly to proseat the facade of a National Govern- 
'Bjient and partly to humour the Prime Minister, who had 
oommitted himself to bring out a second edition of the 
Bound Table Oonference, the new Cabinet declared that 
they would continue the Indian policy of its predecessor. But 
the worst danger was tided over. India was safe for Britain 
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and all good Tories could sleep in peace. Even the mem- 
bers of the Indian Empire Society believed that their mission 
vras successful. 

Not so Ohurchill. On the Indian issue he remained as 
much against the National as the Labour Government, for 
the simple reason that the former ostensibly followed the 
policy of the latter. ’'He conld have no truck with it as 
much out of conviction as due to force of circumstanees. 
After aH, the formation of the National Government virtually 
put a full atop to Churchill’s hope of returning to power. 
He was persona non grata as much to Baldwin as to Macdo- 
nald. Neither would they ever think of offering him a seat 
in the Cabinet nor could ho be content to remain a mere 
oamp-followor of the National Government. For five long 
years more, he would have to continue his journey through 
the wilderness. Why should he then pull down his " Save 
India for Britain ” flag ? The fight jmust go on. 

, This seems to be the rationale of Ohurohill’s career for 
the next five years. He was fighting for India. He was 
also fighting for Churchill himself. And, to some extent, 
he was fighting for his life-long love of fighting. He was 
anxioisa to keep the integrity of the Empire, though it 
sounds ridiculous to suggest that the Empire was in the least 
jeopardy any longer. But he was equally anxious not 
to allow his individuality to sink in the overwhelming Go- 
vernment majority. He, Winston Ohurchill, could be trus- 
ted to give Macdonald and Baldwin a good run for their 
Government. 

. He, therefore, continued his *' Hands off India ” cam- 
paign with unabated vigour. He would have nothing to do 
with the Bound Table show. He swore by his qwn version 
of the Simon Commission Report. And he would prefer to 
go hack to the preamble of the Government of India 
Act, 1919. 
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Though his policy o£ negation remained the same, Chur- 
chill had to revise his strategy alter the General Election of 
1931. No longer could he pose as the champion of the 
Conservative Party as he used to do in the preceding two 
years, for the Conservatives were in jjower and they did not 
need a champion any longer. Nor could he deliver his 
broadsides against the SooialislB, for Aot only was there no 
Labour Government, but the Labour Party itself was scattered 
to the -winds. Churchill could no longer hope even, to in- 
duence the debates in the Commons by his oratorical explo- 
its, as the Conservative cohorts always trooped dutifully into 
the Government lobby at the crack of the whip, as Churchill 
realised to his bitter chagrin again and again during the 
succeeding years. 

New campaigns needed new Aveapons. Or rather the 
return to the old, trusted, never-failing weapon of “ divide 
and rule Twenty-five years earlier he hod expressed the 
opinion that the British -would have to pack off from India 
if the Indians agreed to have nothing at all to do with them. 
He must have recalled that unconscious prophecy as he saw 
Hindu and Muslim, Prince and plebeian, untouchable and 
Anglo-Indian sitting together at the Round Tablet,in the 
St. James' Palace. The Conference itself may have achieved 
nothing — ^but it certainly gave a foretaste of what Indians 
would aooompliah if they really got together, not as Hindu 
and Muslim etc, asking for loaves and fishes, percentages 
and safeguards for each of them, but as Indians demanding 
the freedom for India in the name of India. 

Their Highnesses the Princes must be kept in j;ow 
and warned of the pitfalls ahead of them in the path of 
Federation. Why, it would be hara-kiri for them I Their 
Lownesses the Untouchables must he urged to save them- 
selves from the horrible tyranny of the Brahmins as typified 
hy Gandhi and to remain under the protection of a Christian 
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power, wWch does not recognise any caste — except the* 
caste of colour I And, of course, the brave, proud Muslims 
would never allow themselves to be dominated by the 
Hindu Banias. Then there wore the vested British interests 
which faced extinction at the hands of the Congress, which 
was talking of the repudiation of debts and what not. All 
these forces must be rallied together ; all these drags must 
be put on the feet of nationalist India. 

Sq one fine evening the Albert Hall echoed the Chur- 
chillian thunder : “ What spectacle could be more sorrowful 
than that of this powerful country casting away with both 
hands, and up till now almost by general acquiescence, 
the great inheritance which centuries have gathered ? What 
spectacle could be more strange, more monstrous in its 
perversity, than to see the Yiceroy and the high officials and 
agents of the Crown in India labouring with all their 
influence and authority to unite and weave together into 
a confederacy all the forces adverse and hostile to our rule 
in India ? 

“ One after another our friends and the elements on 
which we ought to rely in India are chilled, baffled and 
dismissed, and Anally even encouraged to band themselves 
together with those who wish to drive us out of the 
country. It is a hideous act of self-mutilation, astounding 
to every nation in the world. The Princes, the Europeans, 
the Moslems, the Depressed classes, the Anglo-Indians — 
none of them Imow what to do nor where to turn in the 
face of their apparent desertion by Great Britain. Can you 
wonder that they try in desperation to make what terms 
are possible with the triumphant Brahmin oligarchy ? ” ' 

This particular speech was delivered before the forma- 
tion of the National Government. But the protection of the 
minorities — which included the Princesf — formed the burden 

1 India pp. 119~S0 
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of the Clinrehillian song ever afterwards, the more so because 
he could no longer pose as the champion of real Conserva- 
tive opinion, as he used to do in the Labour-baitiug days. 
The utmost he could do was to espouse the cause of Lan- 
cashire, which was hard hit by the boycott of British goods 
in India, which he condemned as “ a criminal conspiracy in 
restraint of trade, and ought never to be accepted or legali- 
sed.” “ The proper policy is to declare the boycott illegal 
and enforce the law against the organisers of the boycott.” 
The unfortunate communal riots of Cawnpore in 1931 were 
exploited in Britain as evidence of the implacable enmity 
between Hindu and Muslim, though a person like Churchill 
could hardly appreciate the sublime gesture of a Hindu 
Congress leader like Qanesb Sbankar Yidyartlii sacrihoing 
bis life for the protection of bis Muslim brothers. 

The caravan of the Boand Table Oonferenco again 
pitched its tents in London in. September 1931 in spito of 
the protests of OhurohilU Not only that but his worst fore- 
bodings came true and in its train arrived the Mickey Mouse 
of a man, wearing a loin cloth and a disarming smile. 
Gandhi had come to the capital of the British Empire, as 
the sole representative of the Indian National Congress, to 
ask for the surrender of the title-deeds of India I '' 

It promised to be the most dramatic moment in the 
history of India. It turned out to be the most humiliating. 
Instead of closing their ranks and demanding freedom for 
their country w,ith a nnanimons voice, even before making 
sure whether the British Government was prepared to givo 
anything at all, the Indian delegates indulged in “ a sinful 
wrangle ” among themselves for half a seat thero and haTf a 
vote here, like cocks fighting on a dnnghill for stray grains. 
The Conference broke down on the rook of communal 
differences. India was made the laughing-stock of the 
world and the British Imperialists had their heartiest 
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chuckle of some years. Though every Indian delegate to the , 
Second Bound Table Conference must share the shame of 
its fiasco, the causes of its failure, as Gandhi said in a speech 
at the Conference, -were inherent in its composition : “ If 
we know in a definite manner that we were going to get the 
thing we want, wo should hesitate fifty times before we 
throw it away in a sinful wrangle.”^ 

On another occasion, addressing the Prime Minister be 
said : “ Yon did not convene this Round Table Conference 
and bring us all six thousand miles away from our homes 
and occupations to settle the communal question ; hut you 
convened us, you made deliberate declarations that we were 
invited to come hero to share the process of constitution- 

building Now, we are face to face with a wholly 

different situation, namely, that because there is no com- 
munal settlement agreed to by us, there is to be no building 
of the constitution. Ramsay Macdonald gave a peach of a 
reply to this challenge •• “ This work is going to go on. 
Do not make any mistake about that. This work is going 
to go on and it is going to come to a successful issue too. 

Going— Going — Gone 11 

Apart from the artful manner in which the National 
Government was manouevering the Conference — at one 
stage Wedgewood Benn, who had not ratted from the Labour 
party like its leader, bluntly accused the Government of 
killing Ithe Conference 1 — considerable activity was going 
on behind the scenes to sabotage the Conference or at 
any rate to smash the Congress. We have it on the 
testimony of the notorious BenthalP Circular : “ On the 

1 Proeeadinga of the SSaeond Bound Table CoTtfarmee p. 1346 

2 IhiA p, 1381 3 Xbid p. 1387 

4 Thou a member of B. T. 0. repreBenting tbe Eui opean Oommerojal 
Oommimity in India. Now Sir Edward Benthall, War Transport Mem- 
ber of the Government of India. 
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• whole there waa one policy o£ the British Nation ami tlio 
British community in India, and that was to make np our 
minds on a national policy and to slick to it. But after the 
general elections, the right o£ the Government made up its 
mind to break up the Conference and to light the Conference 
and to fight the Congress. The Muslims, who do not want 
responsibility at the Centre, were delighted. Government 
undoubtedly changed their policy and tried to get away 
with Provincial Autonomy, with a promise of Central 
reforms. We had made up our minds that the flg^it with 
the Congress was inevitable ; we felt and said that the 
sooner it came the better, but' we made up our minds that 
for a crushing success we should have all possible friends on 
our side. The Muslims were alright ; the Minorities Pact 
and Government’s general attitude ensured that. So were 
the Princes and the Minorities.”^ 

This is direct from the hoMo’s mouth. Tbo policy of 
‘‘Divide-and mlo” followed by Oburcbill and his fellow- 
imperialists had paid an immediate and bounteous dividend. 
Gandhi was ceremoniously discredited in the eyes of Britain' 
and promptly put behind prison bars on his return to India. 
There was neither a Labour Government nor a Oh^’istian 
Viceroy now to pamper to the half-naked Fakir and his 
revolutionary dupes. “ Gandhi-ism and all it stands for ” 
waa being relentlessly crushed in India with all the power and 
finesse at th^ command of the Indian Government, while in 
Britain the shadow-play of the Round Table Conference 
waa yet being unreeled in a slew-motion serial. And Chur- 
chill’s voice was still ringing in protest against those sha- 
dows.. ....the shadows falling upon that most truly bright 

and precious gem in the British Crown I 



CHAPTER XIII 

LION AMONG THE RABBITS 

" MR. WINSTON OEUBGHILL, you have held high office 
under the Grown over a long series of years; you have been 
good enough to prepare a Memorandum, which is marked 
No. 87, and which you now hand in."^ 

This is the Marquess of Linlithgow opening the pro- 
ceedingg of the Joint Oommittee on Indian Constitutional 
Beform at 5 p. m. on Monday, the twenty -third of October 
1938. Ghurohill is appearing as a witness before the Com- 
mitte of Lords and Commons with which are associated 
a number of Indian gentlemen in a consultative capacity." 

It is an occasion of considerable importance, as Churchill 
has long since been recognised as the principal opponent 
of the Indian constitutional proposals of the National 
Government, as also of the Macdonald-Baldwin alliance, to 
which he attributed most of the political convulsions which 
Britain suffered in the early thirties . Only five months 
prior to his appearance before the Joint Parliamentary 
Committee, he had attacked its very raison d'etre — the 
White Paper — ^in the following words : “ This White Paper 
is not a constitution; it is a paradox, it is an elaborate 
grimace. At no part or period in its structure is there 
confidence, trast or decision. It is a jumble of oontra- 

1 The quotaiiiotia given in this and the following chapter are from 
the Mmiteg qf MvideTiee takm bqlvrt the Joint Ommittee on Indian Stforms. 
As they oan be easily verified from the oontoxt, no separate page refer- 
ences are given. 

' S Those who were present daring Ohurohill’s examinatioii were : 
Sic Akbac Hydari, Sir Manabhai Mehta, Mr. Y- Thombare, H. H. The 
Aga Eihan, Dr. B. B. Ambedhar, Sir Hubert Carr, Mr. A. H. Ghusnavi, 
Lk-Ook Sir H. Gidney, Sir Hari Singh Gour, Messrs M. B. Jayakar, 
Zafrulla Shan, H. M. Joshi, Sir Abdur Bahim, Sir Fhiroze Sethno, Dr. 
Shafa’at Abmad Khan, Sardar Bata Singh. ' 
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. dictions and needlessly fomented antagonisms. It is an 
amalgamation of small expedients and counlei'ohecba. It is 
a gimcvack edifice bnilt np of odds and ends liy the 
pygmies.” ^ 

Long before this, when the Joint Select Committee was 
first appointed, Churchill refused the invitation to join it 
because, as he said in a letter to Sir Samuel Hoare : “ If the 
scheme of the White Paper is carried out, it can only lead 
after some years either to evacuation or reconqueat of India. 
I do not wish to share the burden of such grievous events... 

It is better that those who believe in the policy of the 

White Paper should work it out for themselves in the Joint 
Select Committee, unhampered by the criticism or protest of 
those from whom they are nnbridgeably divided,” 

It was therefore a pleasant surprise, particularly to the 
Indian associates of the Committee, that Ohnrohill should 
not only offer a considered and exhaustive memorandum 
of his criticism and protest, but also present himself in 
person as a witness before the Committee. The giant had 
at last condescended to appear among the pygmies, the 
British lion among the Indian “ rabbits," who ( he had im- 
plied on a memorable occasion ) wanted to chase t]^e king 
of beasts “ from the fields and forests of his former glory.” 

None of the " rabbits ” suffered the revolutionary con- 
tagion of the Congress, which was once again secure behind 
prison bars under the firm hand of Lord Willingdon, to 
whom Churchill paid a glowing tribute in his Memorandum. 
There were more knights than misters among them. All 
of them were hand-picked and therefore harmless. They 
were the last persons to think of setting the Ganges on’fire 
or to insist upon immediate and complete independence. 
Individually, they were no doubt men of sterling integrity 
and great intellectual ability and, in theh* own way, 

1 Speeoh at Manchester, May 1933. 
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patriotic. By their team work in the Joint Select Oom- 
mittoe, they did mnch to wipe off the shame and humi« 
liation of the Three Round Table Conferences. The 
unanimous report presented by the British Indian Delega- 
tion to the Joint Select Committee was a model of 
reasoning and Sobriety. They forgot for once that they 
were Hindus, Muslima, Sikhs, Pai’sis or Anglo-Indians 
and made united recommendations to the Committee, with 

whose labours they were associated so long. 

• 

It is matter o£ history that not a single of those recom- 
mendations was accepted by the Joint Select Committee in 
its final report to Parliament, thus" exposing the sham 
and hypocrisy underlying the whole technique of the con- 
stitutional reform. And yet the British spokesmen have no 
compunction of conscience in aifirming solemnly all these 
years that the only thing which prevents them from granting 
freedom to India is the lack of unity in India 1 Whenever 
I hear such sanctimonious words uttered, I feel like flinging 
in the face of the critic the report signed by such diverse 
personalities as His Highness the Aga Khan and the Labou- 
rite honcst-to-goodness N. M. Joshi, the indepressible Dr. 
Ambe<^ar and the Anglo-Indian Lieut.-Col. Gidney, Sir 
Hubert Carr, the European magnate of Calcutta and Sardar 
Buta Singh, the feudal samindar from the Punjab, Messrs 
Jayakar and ZaCrulla Khan, between whom the only 
common factor — their membership of His Majesty’s Privy 
Council — was yet to be established. 

So long was Churchill indulging in vague generalities 
and sweeping indictments on the whole issue of Indian 
constitutional reforms that the members of the Joint Select 
Committee and their Indian associates must have been 
mighty happy that they were at last presented with an 
opportunity to bring him to brasstacks and to subject his 
opinions and prescriptions to a searching examination. 
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Fortunately for them — thoufih rather unfortunately for 
himself — ^he had presented a Memorandum in which he had 
essayed the ambitious task of ofCerinB the broad linos of an 
alternative scheme of “ reforms ” of his own. A perusal of 
the Memorandum will prove immensely profitable today, 
when he is holding the destinies of India in his hands, as it 
throws an oblique beam of light on the political principles 
and the mental make-up of Churchill. After all, he considered 
the facts of India to be immemorial and a mere decade can- 
not scratch their encrusted surface. 

For our present purposes, the following summary, in the 
author’s own words, would suffice: (1) Dominion Status 
does not imply or involve “ dominion constitution” or polity, 
(2) India is comparable to Europe rather than any single 
country in it. (3) The responsibility of the Pailiament for 
the well-being of the Indian masses may be delegated, but is 
Inalienable. (4) The existing form of Central government 
in India though no doubt capable of minor improvements 
has been equal to all the stresses of the last ton years, and 
the principle of Dyarchy, if introduced, woixld be fatal to its 
harmonious action. (5) Provincial Home Rule subject to 
special arrangements about Judiciary and the police Is an 
experiment which should be given a fair trial. (G) It 
should not be prejudiced by proposals for further and wider 
change, or represented as a mero transition stage. (7) A 
high grade Inspectorate must ensure the proper spending 
of all grants from the Central government to the Provinces. 
(8) The establishment of self-governing provinces must 
precede all question of their union in a Federal system. 

The first day of Churchill’s evidence was occupied 
entirely by the British members of the Committee. They 
focused their attention mainly on the distinction between 
Dominion Status and Dominion Constitution, which was 
first elaborated by Churchill in the Parliamentary debate on 
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the White Paper in 1931. This distinction ms becoming ' 
more and more complicated and almost metaphysical -with 
the passage ol time, and the Committee was engaged for a 
considerable period in developing and exploding Chnrchill’s 
arguments on this particular topic. 

It was pointed out to the witness that this distinction 
was an after-thought and pure sophistry, and that njost 
British statesmen were using the term Dominion Status as 
equival^t to Dominion Constitution. Even His Majesty 
the King, in the message he sent to India in 1921 through 
the Duke of Connaught and in the Insti'ument of Instruc- 
tions given to the Governor-General, used those words in 
their natural and fair sense. To imply now that Dominion 
Status was purely an honorihe and ceremonial term and that 
it did not embrace Dominion Constitution would make the 
Indians feel — as Mr. E. S. Cocks put it to the witness — that 
they had been misled by “ verbal chicanery 

Lord Irwin further pinned Churchill down by quoting 
a number of his speeches where he himself had used the 
term “Dominion Status” without hedging it round in any 
way. The witness had to admit it was So ; "I do not 
except cnyself from the scope of any censures of that kind ; 
indeed I reproach myself if, in using this term, I should 
have given rise to any misunderstanding.” However, he 
immediately pulled himself up and proceeded : “ I think 
the use of all these expressions must be judged by the 
circumstances of the time, the sounding board which makes 
them audible, the controversies which are in progress at the 
time, and there is no comparison at all with a statement of 
thai kind, made immediately after the grant of Montford 
reforms, and statements on the same subject made after the 
Statute of Westminster.” 

" This would mean ”, Mr. Jayakar subsequently pointed 
out, “that England would have to say to India ; * Ton took 
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part in the war. Your men died ; your money wne spent. 
After the war in conferences, we used the expression 
“Dominion Status” and in the King’s Message in 1021 we 
promised you a hope of liberty on the same lines as other 
parts oftheBmpire, but, remember.gentlemen, you have made 
a mistake all these yeai’s. We never intended the expression 

in _that way’ That will be your message to India?” 

“ No ”, replied Mr. Churchill, “ my answer would be to read 
the first paragraph of the preamble of the Act of A 919 ” — 
which he proceeded to do at length 1 Long ago Ilumpty 
Dumpty said something very much like this to Alice ; 
“When I use a word, it shall have the meaning I wish it to 
have — neither more nor less!” Mr. Jayakar’s ingrained 
oourleousness must have prevented him from indicating the 
obvious analogy to the witness. 

But though Churchill admitted his terminological in- 
exactitude and almost apologised for it, he stuck to the 
contention in his Memorandum that Indians should bo made 
to understand that they will not get Dominion Status of the 
Westminster variety “ in any period which human beings 
ought to take into practical account. ” “ It is also pointed 
out that any period in which this hope can be achieved is 
one which living men will not see.'' 

Sir Samnel Hoare asked Churchill what he would do if 
he found no support whatever to his scheme in India. The 
reply was brutally frank : “If tho proposals which I think 
you oonld safely embark upon were rejected, I should not 
be drawn to the conclusion that a catastrophe had occurred j 
quite the contrary.” “AndsuppoBing,”theLordChai}.cel- 
ior asked a hypothetical question of Churchill, “you were 
satisfied that it was the earnest desire of the Indian political 
olasses to have the proposals of the White Paper, would that 
modify your present position?" — No, not at all,” “Why 
not ? "~“Because I think these proposals would be detri- 



LION AHOKG THE RABBITS 


111 


mental to the well-heing of the Indian masses, injurious to ' 
the rights of Great Britain and destructive of the Parlia- 
mentary and Imperial control. ” 

Sparks began to dy soon after the Indian delegation 
began to examine Ohurohill. And by a supreme irony it 
■was a person like Lt.-Col. Sir Henry Gidney who caused the 
biggest explosion by asking an innocent question: “Mr. 
Ohurohill, you belong to a party that is called the Diehard 
Party, is it not ?” — “No. I am not aware that there is any 
such party. It is an abusive term which is used by persona, 
who are often found very ignorant of the real foundations 
of the British power and strength.” To which Sidney 
promptly retorted : “ That is exactly what I expected yon to 
answer 1 ” Similar, though not so heated, was the exchange 
between the witness and Dr. Shafa’at Ahmad Khan : “ Mr. 
Ohurohill, you are here to represent your personal views or 
the views of the party ? ” — " No, I have no party, except 
that I am a member of the Conservative party now,” “So they 
are purely personal views not held by any section in England ?” 
— “That would be a complete misreading of the answer.” 

In paragraph nine of his Memorandum, Ohurohill had 
expressed the fear that there would be deterioration in the 
Indian Public Services with the extension of self-govern- 
ment in India. During the course of his examination, he 
further asserted that there had actually been a sensible 
deterioration among many of the services during the Mont- 
ford reforms. Naturally member after member of the 
Committee asked the witness to substantiate such a grave 
charge by specific illustrations. Both Messrs N. M. Joshi 
and Jayakar challenged him to give a single instance of 
deterioration while the former pointed out that, during the 
first decade of the Montford conslltutloU) the progress in 
Education and in the improvement of the lot of the agricul- 
turists was far quicker than at any time before. 
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Ohurohill adroitly tried at first to shift the onns of 
finding the proof on; the Committee itself. That was what 
it was sitting for — was it not? Later on when Mr. Zafrnlla 
Ehan pursued the question again, Churchill observed : " I 
have already said that I am not proposing to frame a parti- 
cular indictment against any service or any Province at all. 

1 make a general statement, not a violent statement at all, 
that there has been a deterioration. I may be right, I naay 
be also wrong, but anyhow I have given my ppiniop, and I 
have no further evidence to give upon that point.” 

Such evasive replies were not going to savO Ohui-chill. 
Sir John Wardlaw Milne asked him whether by any chance 
he had the Moral and Material Progress of Indict, & 
Government Blue Book published every year, and whether 
it bore out in any way the charge of deterioration. Sir 
John Oven quoted Ghurohill’s Indian Bible— the Statutory 
Commission Eeport itself— in rebuttal of the accusation, 

It was, however, left to Sardar Bnta Singh to give the coup 
dfl grace to this particular Ohurohillian bogey. He told the 
witoess that the only proofs he gave in Support of hiadon- 
tention were words, not facts, and therofoce "I vyould request 
you to modify that statenoent.” To which ChurohiUnWeakl 
countered ; “I am not making any Sweeping accUE^tioni a^aU. 

I have heard from various quarterdaddr of dpiwsej lito^i^^ 
.Select Oomncittee will have to make up, itis mind sbopt that, 
that there has heon a deterioration, but I ms^y be wrong.” 

“ Yes*yon,ard '..wrong,” ' w,: 

. “Yes,” 

- “ If that is so, I am, but I, shall hold my judgment-;in 

".ajispense.” ; 

, V • Early in the examinatiou the following issue was raised ■ 
' by Sir Austen Chamberlain your personal 

> knowledge, .drawn froto hn 'experience very? similar to 
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own of Indian administration, was probably, like my own, 
sketchy, vague and imperfect. I wondered whether you 
had fortified yourself by discussions with men who had 
had practical experience of that administration and felt, 
after talking with them, that it (your proposal) could be 
put into practice ?” — “ Yea. I was told by several people 
with great knowledge that something on those lines would 
be very reasonable and very helpful.” 

W];ien his turn came. Mr. Jayakar was Quick to seise 
this point and he referred the witness to the, ardent support 
given to the reforms by a distinguished civilian like Sir 
Charles Innes, who rose to be a member of the Viceroy’s 
Ekeoutive Council and, later on, the Governor of Burma. 
Churchill at first contented himself with tho reply that 
” Sir Charles Innes is a high expert and he has given his 
view. There are many other high experts (and this is one 
of the difficulties with which we are faced,) who have given 
directly opposite views.” After allowing these words to 
sink in for some time, Mr. Jayakar returned to the charge 
and quoted Sir Charles Innes as saying that “ in my view 
the alternative proposals ( like Churchill’s ) fail because they 
do no^ offer any real or lasting solution for our present 
difficulties. I’hey would depend, 1 believe, on repression, 
and I’epression is no remedy.” 

On being asked what he thought of this estimate, 
Churchill could hardly control his temper : " I think he is 
using,ill-judged and mischievous language coming from a 
high authority, and I express my total disagreement with 
him and with the tone of his remarks, and with the occasion 
onVhich they were made.” Mr. Jayakar promptly drove 
the advantage home : “ Do you mean to suggest to this 
Committee that the opinion of such a veteran and trusted 
officer, who has occupied very important offices, shonld not 
be preferred to yonr opinion, which has been merely vaguely 
8 
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formed from studies in this country ? ” — “ It is for the 
Committee to judge entirely ; he has expressed his view. 
You asked me what I thought of what he said, and I say 1 
do not agree with it." 

Sir Phiroze Sethna quoted even Lord Willingdon — to 
whose firm rule Churchill had paid a tribute in his Memo- 
randum — as supporting the cause of Dominion Status. 
Later on, when Sir Phiroze proceeded to read an extract 
from the testimony given by Sir John Thompson, vjho had 
held the post of Chief Commissioner of Delhi and was the 
President of the " Union of Britain and India ", Churchill 
cut in : *' Is this the same Sir John Thompson who has 
recently become a propagandist in favour of the White 
Paper ? " Again, when Ilis Highness the Aga Khan read out 
to the witness a long list of distinguished personages, British 
and Indian, who were supporting the White Paper, he petu- 
lantly remarked : “ If that argument is valid, why is the 
Joint Select Committee sitting ? " 

In spite of the numerous experts and authorities— who 
included even a figure like Sir Miohtel O’Dwyor — quoted by 
member after member as favouring the reforms, Churchill 
could not or would not name a single person to supijprt his 
reactionary scheme, as if he was under some vow of secrecy. 
He told Sir Phiroze Sethna : I do not think it would he 
wise for me to define any of the sources from which I have 
formed the opinions you have asked me to lay before you.” 

In the end, however, the baiting proved unbearable for 
Churchill and on the third day he was provoked into the 
following outburst : “My opinion remains quite unmoved 
because these gentlemen are notorious propagandists 'and 
agitators in favour of the White Paper. They have formed 
a small society, supported, I believe, with the patronage in 
one form or another of the Conservative central ofiBce, and 
are actively carrying on a partisan campaign in all parts of 
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the country in order to gather support for the White Paper, 
and although their -words are no do-ahtjnteresting to repeat 
and although we must not credit them with anything but 
sincerity, I decline utterly to take what they Bay as gospel. 
Indeedt I should hardly have thought there was any testimony 
which should he more readily discounted than that which 
they give.” 

This was too much for the members of the Committee 
to stomach and the following passage-af-arms took place. To 
begin with, Sir Austen Ohemberlain retorted with some 
asperity ; “ You are in fact carrying on a propagandist cam- 
paign of your own in opposition to them ?” — “I am, in 
“flact. That is perfectly true.” Sir Samuel Hoare: “It would 
also be true to say that representatives of your propagandist 
organisation have given a great deal of evidence before the 
Committee.” — “ That may be so, true, but you would hardly 
expect to convert Sir John Thompson by reading out to 
him passages from my evidence 1 ” 

The Archbishop of Canterbury : “ Are we to under- 
stand then, that whether it be Sir Michael O’Dwyer or Sir 
John Thompson or any one who has given the benefit of his 
experience to the guidance of English opinion in this matter, 
they are not to be trusted and their evidence is to be dis- 
counted by us?”~“ No, I did not say that, nor would that be, 
your Grace, a fair assumption from what I said.” “I thought 
you indicated in what you said that such evidence was 
to be much discredited ?” — ” To be discredited by those who 
do not agree with that point of view .but I was not sug- 

gesting at all that the Archbishop should not weigh it and 
treat it at its proper value.” “ I am greatful to you,” con- 
cluded His Grace with withering sarcasm, “for leaving my 
judgment free I ” 

The Marquess of Lothian : “ Mr. Churchill, are we 
entitled to take it that it would be legitimate for this Com- 



116 


OHUBOHILL’S BLIND-SPOT; INDIA 


mittee to apply the same adjectives to your propagandisia as 
you have applied to the propagandists on the other side ?”— 
“ I have not the slightest doubt that Lord Lothian has already 
applied "worse adjectives to them.” 


CHAPTER XIV 

AN EXHAUSTING BXPBRIBNeB 

A GOOD deal of attention "was paid by the Indian delega- 
tion to the typical white man’s burden argument developed 
by Ohurcjiill in his Memorandum : 

“The Government of India is mainly an administrative 

problem The apparatus of Government in India is 

incomparably more important to the Indian masses than 
political change. Peace, justice, hygiene and soientiilc 
development form the sole foundation whereby not only 
the well-being and progress but oven the very existence of 
scores of millions of Indiana depends. The llritish Parlia- 
ment is responsible at present for tho maintenance ofr these 
essentials and it should never endanger any of them serious- 
ly for the sake of gratifying the Indian intelligmtsia hy 
moMng political changes. Whatever constitutional progress 
it is possible to make, must be subordinated to the para- 
mount responsibility of Parliament for internal tranquility 
and efficient administration.” 

At the outset Sir Samuel Hoaro d"welt on the constitu- 
tional position obtaining then. As far as tho transferred 
subjects iu the Provinces were concerned. Parliament 
could be said to have divested itself of its responsibility 
de facto if not de jure. He cited the authoritative con- 
clusion of the Statutory Commission that “ the effect ( of the 
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transfer ) is, broadly, that the Secretary of Slate and. 
Parliament arc not concerned -with the administration of 
transferred subjects.” Churchill’s proposal therefore amount- 
ed to an actual retrogression on the situation existing in 
India since 1P21. 

It -was not, however, so much the constitutional as the 
democratic, human aspect of the question which was taken 
up by the Indian delegates. Even a confirmed Tory like * 
Earl Peel considered the distinction drawn by Ohurchill 
between the intelligentsia and the masses in India as some- 
what excessive. He asked : “ Is it your view, then, that 
this desire for constitutional change is only the product of 
tho intelligentsia ?” — “ We have not got, unhappily, any 
exact definition of what the intelligentsia comprises, but a 
very small minority of the whole population is interested 
or concerned with political and constitutional change.” 

“Is not that so 'in almost every country? You 

cannot say that this demand is solely confined to them, 
because then you leave out the very great and growing 
influence they have over certain sections of the masses and 
even though the masses may not be keenly interested 
in certain constitutional changes, if they are led by their 
political leaders, probably they will support their leaders 
in that demand.” — “That is one of the difficulties you have 
to face, but I do not know that I can add anything useful 
to what I have put down upon that point.” 

Mr. Jayakar pursued the issue from the same angle 
and made the following sporting offer to the witness : "Mr, 
Churchill, you are a person of great authority with this 
government. Will you see that this government takes a 
plebisoite from the masses on the plain and simple question 
— everybody having liberty to advocate in the masses — 
Do the masses desire a government of their own people or 
government trammelled ly the British ? Will you take a 
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pplebisoite and be bound by it “ No, T do not think that 
•will be at all a fair or reasonable question to put to the 
masses of India. I am not aware of any machinery -which 
exists by which an effective answer could be given to that 
at all.” 

On the offer being pressed, the witness replied : “ I do 
not admit that it rests upon a plebiscite at all. The question 
is of the responsibilities of the Imperial Pai'liament and how 
far they can safely delegate them.” Mr, Jayakar : “ I am 
only asking you this : “ When you suggest that the masses 
ai'e not with the intelligentsia in their political demands, I 
am asking you on that question : What is your proof ? ” — 
“ I give my belief, that is all — my opinion,” 

Sir Phiroze Sethna made a frontal assault upon Ohnr- 
chill’s oft-repeated solicitude for the Indian masses, which 
he called pure camouflage. He challenged the witness t 
*' The real intention of those who oppose the White Paper 
was properly conveyed by you in a letter which yon addres- 
sed in Deoembor 1932 to the Blackpool Conservative Con- 
ference as follows — ‘ The loss of a group of agricultural 
countries of Southern Ireland can bo supported, but the loss 
of India, the central glory of the British Empire, wyi not 
only Sound the death knell of our greatness, but destroy the 
very means of livelihood of millions of this island and 
especially of Lancashire.” — “ Quito untrue.” 

Sir Phiroze persisted in his queries and drew an illu- 
minating reply from Churchill. “ I put it to you that the 
Indians themselves must perforce have a greater regard for 
their own Mth and kin than the British who are 6,000 odd 
miles away.” — “ I do not agree with that. I think if y(5u 
look at what happened in China, you will see that however 
much people may have regard for their own kith and kin, it 
very often happened in the history of Asia that poor people 
had very rough treatment from their own kith and kin.” 
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A similar damaging extract from a speech he delivered 
at Bpping on Jnly 8, 1933, V7as presented to Chnrchill by 
Sir Had Singh Gour as an illnstration of his two faces : 
“ India is vital to the well-being of Britain, and I cannot 
help feeling very anxious when I see forces from which oar 
population is largely supported being gradually diminished ; 
foreign investments are slowly shrinking and shipping is at 
a low ebb. If to these we add the loss of India in one form 
or ano|iJier, then problems will arise here incomparably 
more grave than any we have known. Yon will have a 
surplus population here which it may be beyond the power 
of the Government to provide for effectively.” After quo- 
ting this, Sir Had Singh asked : “ May I take it that, know- 
ing as you do your country, your angle of vision is more or 
less obscured by what yon consider to be the interests of 
England as distinct from the interests of India ? ” — “ No, I 
think that all legitimate interests are in hai’mony.” 

Dr. Shafa’ab Ahmad Khan put a straight question: 
“ What is your conception of intelligentsia ? Are they mere 
intellectuals without any stake in the country, without any 
influence, professional agitators, or professional demagogues, 
or ar’e 8hey the men of the tribe you find in other countries ? 
Take, for instance, the men who are prominent in all coun- 
tries, landed gentry, professional classes, who are taking a 
very active part in a very reasonable manner in making the 
reforms a success. Do you confound and confuse the purely 
intellectual and the demagogue with those classes just men- 
tioned ?” — ^“No, I used the word “ intelligentsia ” because it 
has^a democratic ring about it which might be agreeable; 
but I think probably a better expression wonld be the 
politically-minded classes.” 

. . “ And the politically-minded classes, I suppose, accor- 
ding to yon, live in separate compartments absolutely divor- 
ced from all contact with the masses ?” — Where have I said 
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that ?” “ Yon have not said that,” continued the intor- 
locutor, “ bnt that ia the drift of the whole of your Memo- 
randum,.” — “Tho proportion, of the poUtically-iuindcd 
clasBoa in India ia probably smaller (proportionately) than in 
any other country in the world.” This exchange was capped 
by a perfect poser by Dr. S. A- Khan ; “ At what lime does 
a person who rises from the masses and becomes a political 
leader, cease to be a member of the masses and becomes a 
politicallv-minded class ?” — ^“Every case must her judged 
individually,” was the weak reply. 

But it was again left to Sardar Buta Singh (who proudly 
introduced himself as a member of the masses) to lead the 
witness up the garden. By a series of Sooratic questions ho 
committed Churchill to saying that he was aotualod by 
very good feelings ” for tho well-being of the Indian 
masses. Then the Sardar quietly asked him : ‘‘ Would you 
agree that the masses should be gi von aduH suffrage ?” — ^"No,” 
“Why not ?” — “Because I think it is quite impracticable.” 
“If it is practicable and if it is lo their interests, would you 
or would you not agree to it, if it is proved to yon that it is 
to their benefit; because in that case I would like to put 
before you that they would be able to look after thoir own 
affairs; not only the handful of the educated people, as you 
appear to say, but they will themselves come forward, and 
will look after and take care of their own interests.” 

Churchill : “ T think adult suffrage in India is outside 
any idea which anyone has put forward at the present time, 
and I think it is extremely arguable if it were practicable to 
have elections in which seventy or eighty millions or more 
of voters could record their votes. It appears to me to he 
irexj doubtful whether that would afford a foundation upon 
which good government would aiise.” The Sardar persisted; 
“Then you so far agree that these masses have' got much at 
Stake and that they should he given much more power to 
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manage llieir own alfairs.” — (note Clinrcliiira reply) ' 
“ experience often shows that when they are given votes 
and told that they can manage their own affairs, the first 
step they have taken in a great many countries is to yield 
themselves up to Dictatorship.” 

So the Churchillian syllogism boiled down to this : 
The Indian masses cannot be allowed to manage their own 
affairs because of the danger of their surrendering them- 
selves t« dictatorship. Nor can the Indian intelligentsia be 
trusted to look after their own kith and kin, because in Asia 
the upper classes are in the bad habit of exploiting the masses 
of poor people. Ergo, the British must carry on (from 
6,000 miles away ) their sacred trusteeship of the Indian 
people in perpetuity ! Q. E. D. 

It was the representatives of the Princes, who turned 
the tables completely upon Churchill. This spectacle was 
full of irony because he always posed as tho protagonist of 
the Princes and had frequently accused the British Govern- 
ment of putting pressure upon thorn to join the Pederation 
against thoir own interests. Behind this persistent cham- 
pioning lay not so much the disinterested love of the Princes 
— whea the oocasion arose, he could shower choice epithets 
upon their feudal heads like any rabid extremist in India I — 
but another subtle and not so unselfish a motive. 

Churchill's main objection was, of course, directed 
against the Federal proposals in the White Pai>er. In his 
Memorandum he made a strong plea for keeping the Central 
Government strong, integral and intact while India was 
omjparking upon the hazardous adventure of provincial home 
rule. The latter must precede the former. “ First the sticks 
and then the faggots ; first the brioka and then the wall.” It 
was apparent, however, that the Government were bent upon 
carrying through their Federal plans in spite of such 
warnings. Tho best way of foiling this move would be 
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to sedacs the Pi’incea from their agreement to Join the 
Federation. If the States -were somehow prevailed upon 
to disavow their earlier commitments# Federation would be 
nipped in the bud — as it has actually been. The propaganda 
guns of Churchill and Co. were therefore for a long time 
engaged in blasting the Princes’ adherence to Federation. 

It was not until the third day that the representatives 
of the Princes had an opportunity to examine the witness. 
Sir Abbar Hydari opened the innings: "Mr. Cbnrchill, 
are you one of those who consider that the Indian Princes, 
at the time of the Declaration they made at the First Round 
Table Oonferenoe, were stampeded into Federation ?” — 
“ I should hardly like to use sneh an expression of such 
exalted personages, hut I think they were very precipitate 
in what they did. I think they took a course which, 
a long view will show, will not be in accordance with 
their interests as ruling Princes.” When Sir Akhar quoted 
chapter and verse to prove that far from being precipitate, 
the Princes’ decisions were mlved at after full and pro- 
longed deliberations, the witness had to eat humble pie 
and admit that it was so. 

However, he trotted out the old mischievous suggestion 
that when the Declaration was made, “the Princes felt 
insecure — felt that perhaps there was going to he a great 
departure of the British, a relinquishment of power by the 
British altogether and in that case, it would be necessary 
for them to come to terms with the new authorities which 
were going to rule.” All such dangers had passed away 
with the Labour Government — though Churchill did jiot 
put it so bluntly — and therefore “ I have regretted certainly 
that the Princes should have come forward at this stage 
when so much is unknown and unknowable and have 
committed themselves, or some of them have committed 
themselves, to this Federal scheme,” 
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Tt -was Sir Manubhai Mebta who compelled OhurcMll to 
confess in so many "words, that his anxiety ■was not so much, 
for the security of the Princes, as for the continuation of the 
British autocracy in India : “ Mr- Churchill, may I ask you 
in whose interests yon deplore their ( the Princes’ ) readiness 
to help their country ? I will put three questions : Did 
you consider that the Princes have walked into the parlour 
lightheartedly like the fly, or do you consider from the 
standpoint of certain British Indian democrats that the 
Princes’ advent into the Federation has diluted their demo- 
cracy; or, thirdly, do you deplore this attitude of the Princes 
from the standpoint of certain Englishmen who think that 
if the Princes had not coma in, rosponsible government 
would have been denied to India ? ” 

The witness was cornered and had to throw off tho mask 
of love for the Princes i “ Naturally, I look at it, first of all 
from the point of view of the Imperial Covei- n ment — the 
British Government. I think that the British Government 
in India will be greatly weakened and that serious difficult- 
ies will arise if at the time you are setting up these Provincial 
Home Rule Governments, the power at the Centre is confused 
and divided by dyarchy, and, consequently, I am not in 
favour of the institution of responsible government at the 

Centre at the present time Therefore, naturally, I do 

not welcome the arrival of the Princes to render possible or 
to bring within the sphere of action a course which I think 
will be detrimental.” 

The cat was out of the bag but tho witness was too 
seasoned a politician to be discomfited by such an exposure. 
On tl!e contrary, he decided that an offensive provided the 
best defence in such a predicament and proceeded to 
reiterate all his old arguments in reply to the questions that 
were put to him ; " It seems to me altogether premature 
from the Princes’ point of view for them to associate them- 
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selves -with tlie White Paper scheme at the Centre. ” “ I 
think they may very easily find themselves exposed to 
subversive movements in their own States, and in the 
Assembly, find themselves criticised for not giving a greater 
meapure of contentment to their people. ” Again, " I feel 
that they ( Princes ) should continue to press their views 
upon the Imperial Government and have trust and confidence 
in that Government, much more than put their trust and 
confidence in untried institutions arising out of democratic 
electioneering, which in many cases has proved fatal to the 
old traditions of States and countries' ” 

The accusation frequently made by Churchill and his 
friends that the Princes were being nnduly influenced by 
the Government to join the Federation soon came before the 
Committee. Sir Manubhai Mehta asked : “ As to pressure, 
did you come across a letter signed by Sir Akbar Hydari and 
the Ministers of several other largo states like Mysore, 
Baroda and Patiala, and by myself, which categorically denied 
that there was any pressure ? ” This formidable rebuttal 
■was too much for the witness to swallow. He began to 
hedge and prevaricate and beat about the bush, as clever 
witnesses always do in such circumstances: “IJJS not a 
point which is really capable of denial. Pressure is not 

necessarily illegitimate pressure The very loyalty of the 

Princes, their desire to fulfil what may be the general 
inclinations of the Imperial Government, constitute a form 
of pressure, not improper pressure, although unwisely 

applied The whole of this movement is largely induced 

by the great and lawful and legitimate influence of the 
Crown on the loyalty of the Princes. I deplore it very much.” 

Then followed a dramatic interlude. Sir Samuel Hoare, 
who as the Secretary of State for India was directly affected 
by such charges, got up and threw down the gage : “Would 
the representatives of the Princes here substantiate what 
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Mr. ChiiroMll has jtisb said, namely, that the action of 
the Princes was due to pressure, direct or indirect, from 
here ?” Swift came the response from Sir Manubhai Mehta, 
which was also vigorously endorsed by his two colleagues — 
Sir Akbar Hydari and Mr. Y. Thombare — who alone were 
present at the session ; “We deny it absolutely, categorically. 
His Highness the Maharajah of Bikaner, several months 
before the Round Table Conference, anticipated that there 
would b^e the only solution which was the Federal solution, 
and he advised his friends that Federation must be accepted. 
That was the only destiny for the Princes, and Federation 
had no fear or threat for them. Notwithstanding that, I 
cannot understand why it is repeatedly said that pressure is 
being exercised upon Princes by the Government.” 

Not only were the tables turned upon Churchill but he 
must have felt as if the very chair was being knocked off 
from beneath him.. He must have surely cried Et tu Brute! 
— though this remark is not found in the official report. . 
The reply on record is nevertheless equally expressive of 
the plight of the witness : *' I do not wish to press this 
point hero, because it would, I think, lead me into friction 
and controversy beyond those limits which are appropriate 
in the Committee and, therefore, I will, if I may be excused 
by you, my Lord Chairman, not develop any further evi- 
dence upon this point.” Churchill had had enough ! 

The reader, too, mnst have had enough by now of 
ChurchilVs exhibition before the Joint Select Committee. 
There is no space hero further to elucidate how the mem- 
her| of the Committee and their Indian associates disposed 
of the other grotesqne features of Churchill’s scheme, like 
the appointment of a high grade .Inspectorate to ensure 
the proper spending of all grants from the Central Govern- 
ment to the provinces. Suffice it to Say that Ohurohill’s 
reputation as a constitution-maker suffered grievously during 
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the three days on which he gave evidence before the Joint 
Select Oororaittee. Not a shred of his utterly reactionary 
and anti-democratic schema was left intact. Member after 
member attacked it, exposed its crooked implications, its 
distorted perspective, its anti-Indian bias* The witness was 
again and again compelled to shift his ground, to take recourse 
in vague generalisations, often to give evasive or contradictory 
replies or sometimes to decline to give any reply at all, 
and at least on one occasion to seek the protection of 
the Chair I 

It became evident on the very second day that the 
usual Churohilllan cocksureness was forsaking the witness. 
He was frequently tripped, riled and nettled and was 
generally feeling uncomfortable under the merciless barrage 
of the cross-examination. Here are a few replies he gave 
to Earl Winterton, which throw light on the temper 
he gradually developed: To question No. 1 — '“I think I 
answered that question, and I must bear in mind the appeal 
which the Lord Chairman has made against a repetition of 
questions. I am afraid it covers me also in the repetition 
of answers." To question No. 2—" My answers have been 
given and are on the record, and I do not desire to^add to 
them at this moment.” To question No. 3 — "I have not 
said anything in any paper which I have written and 
submitted to this Committee which has I'aised the question.” 
To question No. 4: — '"The answer to that is what I have said.” 

As every counsel knows — and there were a number of 
eminent counsels in the Committee as well as in the Indian 
Delegation — the moment a witness loses his temper, it is 
easy to knock the bottom out of whatever evidence' he is 
leading. Such was the.case with Churchill, too. During the 
first day and for a considerable part of the second day also* 
the examination was proceeding on the assumption that his 
Memorandum presented Churchill’s alternative scheme of 
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“ reforms. ” He himself was perfectly amenable to its being , 
so called. But no sooner did he realise to what fate his 
constitutional freak was being led, than he began to disclaim 
its paternity altogether ! He made a maladroit attempt to 
trace its descent from the Simon Commission Report : “ In 
the main, all that 1 have said rests entirely within the scope 
of the Recommendations of the Statutory Commission, and 
so yon have not a right to brush aside and say these are only 
the opinions of one man, with a few aged Indian admini- 
itrators whom he may have consulted. ” 

Soon, however, while replying to Mr. Zafrulla Khan, he 
was compelled to shift his giuund : “ I demur altogether to 

the suggestion that it is my scheme I am only making a 

few modifications upon the Report of the Statutory Com- 
mission. ” Later on, he again made a slight strategic 
retreat, in reply to the same gentleman, when he said; 

“ I propose certain derogations from the Statutory Com- 
mission’s Becommondations. ” Even this shield of the Simon 
Commission Report — its modifications and derogations 
and perversions notwithstanding— was smashed when at the 
fag-end of the examination. Major Attlee, who was himself a 
member of that Commission, acidly remarked : "On that 
point, I find a great difficulty in recognizing the Simon 
Report through the mouth of the Right Honourable 
gentleman I ” 

The Lilliputians had tied the great Gulliver into 
knots until he could not move even his little finger. The 
pygmies had rather enjoyed their encounter with the giant. 
They had conclusively proved that the giant had feet of clay 
and* the temper of a prima donna who has lost her voice. 
The rabbits on their part were laughing in their well-launder- 
ed sleeves at the bedraggled mane and the tuckod-in tail of 
the lion. Gone was his roar ; gone was his air of authority ; 
gone was the scheme with which he had accosted the gather- 
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ing of the rabbits — his paw raised to strike down all 
opposition. 

“ This was the first time,” said Mr. Isaac h'oot during a 
snbseqtient debate in the Commons, “ when I have seen any 
sign of that lack of courage in Churchill.” One cannot 
conceive of a more mortal affront to a descendant of 
Marlborough I And when on another occasion Churchill 
made a particularly offensive remark against Indians in a 
debate in the Commons, he was asked by the same member 
why he didn’t say it before the rabbits themselves I 

No wonder Churchill confessed to a friend that he 
found his presence before the Joint Select Committee rather 
‘‘an exhausting experience.” In fact he would have found 
it far more exhausting still had not the Archbishop of 
Canterbury, in his Christian charity, saved him at the end of 
the third day from further appoarauco before the Com- 
mittee. He appealed to the members to join with him " in 
a Bolf-denying ordinance in agreeing that it is not necessary 
that we should further press our questions upon Mr. Chur- 
chill.” And though it would be unfair to impute such a 
desire to His Grace, the reason he gave for the self-denying 
ordinance sounds in the layman’s ear suspiciously like a 
parting kick ; ” I wondor whether there is very much more 
that we can learn with a view of oluoidating such particular 
proposals as Mr. Churchill has made.......,....tt>/4hA, a^iari 

from argument, are not many” 


CHAPTER XV 

HERE BNDETH 

THE mills of the British Government, like those of God, 
grind slowly, yet they grind exceeding small — the hopes 
and aspirations of a subject people. The spate of constitu- 
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tional inquiries -wliicli began "with the appointment of the 
Simon Commission in 1927 had not subsided even in 1935 ! 
For seven and a half long years the destinies of one-fifth of 
the human race were called into question and left dangling 
between earth and high heaven while committees, commis- 
sions and conferences thrived like fungus in the monsoon; 
declarations were issued by the baker’s dozen, and White 
Papers and Blue Books chased each other in kaleidoscopic 
succession. 

While India was standing with the cup of Tantalus in 
her hand, trying in vain to slake her thirst for freedom, the 
world around her was marching by leaps and bounds. Soviet 
Russia was forging ahead with her Five-Year Plans. China 
through her very fratricidal struggle was laying the founda- 
tion of unity and strength. In Germany a man who, in 
1929, was famous mainly for his Charlie Chaplin moustache 
had, in 1935, as the President, Chancellor and Fuerher of 
the Reich, torn the treaty of Versailles and thrown its shreds 
into the startled face of the victors of the Great War. 

The British Government, too, was busy all those yeai-s 
with its mission of devising a reform constitution for India. 
In the pursuit of this noble and majestic task it had issued 
25,000 pages of report and 1,000 pages of official reports; 
the Secretary of State for India and his assistant had deliver- 
ed 600 speeches; and 15,500,000 words were publicly spoken, 
written and reported ! In the beginning of creation, says 
the ancient sacred book, there was the Word. And in the 
end of the British constitutional inquiry, too, there remain- 
ed only the Word I 

•Beginning with the Statutory Commission in 1927, the 
projected Reforms wore, year after year, being ground 
slowly and exceeding fine through the Three Round Table 
Conferences and the subsequent Joint Select Committee. 
All the while Parliament kept a jealous waich upon their 
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progress through successive stages. When all the other 
inquiries were over and the Government oE India Bill was 
drafted at last, it had to pass through its own complicated 
machinery, which is designed as a system of cheeks and 
counterbalances. Sir Samuel Hoaro had piloted the Bill 
through its first and second readings and it was due for its 
third and final reading in the Commons in Juno 1935. 

What was this Government of India Bill which was so 
long incubating through numerous wombs and whipb was 
on the point of seeing the light of day at last ? What 
did it give to India ? Why was it opposed by the right as 
well as the left in Britain and by right, left and centre in 
India ? And if Indians did not want it, why was it rammed 
down their throats ? No holler answer to all these queries 
can he given than by quoting tho text of the amendment 
then tabled by the British TiUbonr Party and moved by 
Mr. Morgan Jones : “ This House declines to assent to tho 
Third Reading of a Bill, which in its cslablishiuont of n 
new constitution for India, does not contain tho means for 
the realisation of Dominion Status, imposes undue restric- 
tions on the exercise of self-governinont, fails to make 
adequate provision for tho expression and representation 
of the workers, both men and women, and entrenches in 
the legislatuies the forces of wealth, privilege and reaction.” 
And if more colourful language than this is needed, hoar 
Col, Wedgewood : " We are handing to Indians the mummy 
of freedom, wrapped round in its cerements, endless 
bandage after endless bandage — dead for ever I” i 

There is a Sanskrit proverb about the man who wanted 
to make an image of God and actually fashioned a monkey 
out of the clay in his hand. The truth of this ancient 
saying was bitterly realised in India when they pursued the 
various clauses of the brand-new Whitehall constitution that 
was h'eing offered to them. Instead of tho image of freedom 
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they woro hoping and praying for, they were presented • 
with the ugly and -vicious monkey of the Government of 
India Bill. 

In the homely phrase of the Indian bazaar, in 1929 
they had asked Britain for 16 annas in the rupee of freedom. 
Actually they would have been ready to compromise with 
12 annas. The Round Table Oonferenoe brought down the 
demand to eight annas only. The White Paper out it down 
to four, annas, while the Joint Select Committee further 
reduced it to two annas in the rupee. The Government of 
India Bill, however, clinched the bai'gain on the British 
side by offering only one anna in the rupee, one quarter of 
which was to be advanced forthwith in the shape of the so- 
callod provincial autonomy and tlve payment of the remain- 
ing nine pies deferwd until such time as the Princes joined 
tho Fedoration. The remaining ilfteen annas in the rupee 
were for ever forfeited to Britain in Iho shape of various 
safeguards, reservations and craorgoncy powers I 

No wonder there was a violent revulsion of opinion in 
India when this ridiculous mouse emerged from the pro. 
longed labour of the mountain. Even those incurable 
optimists — the Indian Liberals — were disillusioned and 
outraged by this barefaced sleight of hand. The Rt. Hon. 
V. S. Srinivas Sastri cried out in agony ; “ No, Sir. It 
is impossible for the Liberal Party to give an atom of 
co-operation. Co-operation with friends that wish well of 
us may be worthwhile, but co-operation with those who have 
displayed their utmost distrust of us, who do not care for 
our views and demands and who enact a constitution in 
utt^ disregard of our wishes — what is co-operation then, I 
ask. I would call it suicide. ” Another Liberal leader is 
reported to have been provoked into the very nn-Libei-al-like 
expression : Take it back and be damned 1 ■ 

If this was the tone of moderate opinion in the country, 
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the reactions of other advanced elements may be easily 
imagined. The Government of India Bill was described as a 
fraud, a sham, a swindle, as being humiliating and intolerable. 
The central scheme was particularly attacked as being wholly 
unnatural, artificial. No other constitution in the world had 
a lower federal chamber elected by indirect vole, while the 
upper was to be filled directly by all the reactionary forces 
in the country. 

Mr. M. A. Jinnah, who had not then made the discovery 
of Pakistan, launched a bitter attack upon it in the Central 
Legislative Assembly : “ I believe that it means nothing 
but absolute sacrifice of all that Briti^ India has stood for 
and developed during the last fl:fty years in the matter of 
progress in the representative form of Government. ” He 
proceeded to summarize the safeguards ; “ Reserve Bank, 
Currency, Exchange — nothing doing. Railway Board — 
nothing doing, mortgaged to the hilt. What is loft ? Eiscal 
autonomy convention t Next what is left ? Defence, External 
Affairs-reserved. Einance-it is ali’eady mortgaged to the 
hilt. Onr budget and the little that may bo there, what do 
we find f-Speoial responsibilities of the Qovernor-Generall” 

Paradoxically enough, all this criticism was echoed by 
Churchill in London. One witnessed the amazing spectacle 
of Congress leaders like the late Mr, Satyamurti quoting 
Chnrchill with gusto in the Legislative Assembly, while the 
latter, on his part, naturally made capital out of the fact that 
the whole of India was united in repudiating the reforms 
scheme I Never was there so much identity of views be- 
tween Indian nationalists and British Diehards as in i^eir 
hatred of the Government’s reforms proposals, though it was 
a hatred bom of diametrically different causes. Extremes 
had met and made them strange bed-fellows in the cam- 
paigns in the two countries, first against the White Paper 
and subsequently against the Government of India Bill. 
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Though vanquished in the Joint Select Committee, 
Churchill proved, like Goldsmith’s village schoolmaster, that 
he could argue still. Whenever the Indian issue came 
before the Commons, he exhibited an unfailing resourceful- 
ness for raising various alarums and excursions and discover- 
ing a series of mare’s nests. Indeed, the passage of the 
reforms proposals through the usual Parliamentary pro- 
cedure did not so much appear as a tussle bet-ween the 
Government and the Opposition as a marathon match between 
the Rt. bon. Member for Epping and the Rest, with the 
former now atone- walling stubbornly, now trundling stoutly, 
always on his tip-toes to catch the other Side in the wrong. 

He knew, of course, that it was a forlorn and hopeless 
■fight and that he was doomed to defeat. He bitterly 
complained that “ every argument offered to the Govern- 
ment was met by vacuous gapes, vacant jeers, and treadmill 
peregrinations through the lobby.” But he never lost heart 
on that account. If he could not defeat the Reforms, at 
least he could water down their contents, hamper their 
progress, put off the evil day of their going on the Statute 
Book. Churohill’s record during 1934,-35 will surely entitle 
him tq,be called one of the greatest parliamentary filibusters 
of modern times. 

One of the biggest mare’s nests discovered by Churchill 
was regarding the evidence of the Indian section of the 
Manchester Chamber of Commerce before the Joint Select 
Oommittee. In a motion moved in the Commons on April 
16, 1934, Churchill made the grave allegation against Sir 
Samuel Hoare and Lord Derby — both of whom were 
members of the Committee — that they had tampered with 
the evidence, originally submitted by the Chamber to the 
Oommittee : “ A poor, shrunken, emasculated ghost of this 
evidence was heard on November 4. What had happened to 
effect changes, which I can prove to be fundamental, during 
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the interval ? The answer is probsnro exercised by Sir Samuel 
Hoare and Lord Derby. The members of Iho Joint Select 
Committee are serving in a judicial capacity. Yet here are 
two members, who have been engaged in procuring changos 
in the evidence to be presented to them. ’’ 

This was an extremely serious chai-ge to make and a 
Committee of Privileges was promptly appointed to investigate 
it. After prolonged deliberations the Committee came to 
the unanimous conclusion that neither Sir Samuel Hoare 
nor Lord Derby was guilty o£ any crime and misdeamenour 
against the honour of the House of Commons or the autho- 
rity of a Select Ooinmittee of Parliament. It held that 
when the Chamber changed their minds, they changed them 
of their own free will and not on account of any persuasion, 
over-peranasion or pressure brought to bear upon them 
from Sir Samuel Hoare or Lord Derby or from tho India 
Ofdce, or from Whitebdll or from any other official circles. 

Another mare’s nest was provided by the publication by 
a London paper of " the oovei’iug memorandum prei)arod by 
a delegation of Indian Civil Servants, including two 
Secretarioa to Government, two Judges and one Indian snb- 
divisional officer on behalf of the Bengal Civil Sorvice. ”■ 
Churchill promptly drew the conclusion from this develop- 
ment that “the whole of this (reforms) policy is viewed 
with the greatest apxDrehension and foar, dislike and disap- 
proval by the great mass of the Indian Civil Service. ” The 
publication of a confidential document of this nature created 
something of a sensation. It was soon maho clear, however^ 
that it was only one among several drafts considered by the 
Bengal Branch of the I. 0. S., and that it was accented 
neither by the Bengal Branch nor by the Central organisa- 
tion. In view of the frequency with which Churchill 
confronted the Commons with such revelations and mare’s 
neats, a fellow member caustically commented : " If he 
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wants to make further use of these revelations, let him 
publish a new Book of Revelations with the sub-title 
— Epping Mare’s Nests I ” 

Churchill’s attacks gradually reached a crescendo of 
baffled fury and lurid phraseology. The Bill granted barely 
one pice of the rupee of freedom. Churchill himself con- 
demned the constitution offered to India as one “ the like of 
which has never been seen in heaven or earth- or in the 
waters ^under the earth 1 ” Nevertheless, he bitterly 
resisted the disposal of even one pice in such profligate 
fashion, One is reminded in this conneotion of the follow- 
ing story in the Mahabharata, the great epic of India. ■ , 

When the five Pandava brothers returned from their 
exile, they asked their cousins, the Kauravas, for their 
rightful kingdom. The latter refused. The PandavaS there- 
upon ag reed to accept . only half the kingdom as their share. 
Still the answer was in the negative. -Then the Pandavas, in , 
bi'der to keep up the family peace, asked for five villages 
wherein they conld live. This demand was further boiled 
down to a single village, a solitary plot of land on which 
they could settle down. The Kauravas were adamant in 
their ljUnd selfishneBS. The eldest of them, Dnryodhan, 
refused to grant to the Pandavas even as much of the earth 
as could be contained on the point of a needle. This was 
the genesis of the Epic War— -the central theme of the Mahct- 
which ultimately resulted in the total extermina- 
tionof the race of liuru. , v ■ . , . , A:. 

No BOGner was the Government of India BUI introduced 
in the House, ‘of Commons than Churchill launched: his 
ptteSasive with a inotion of adjournment in vieW; of the 
: momentous rejection by princes of tbe GOvernmeht' Scheine 
■ of Federation.” He maintained that the Princes’ original 
. /agreemenb to join the Federation formed the linchpin of. the 

Hill and now that the linchpin: had been pulled. , up, the entire 



13G , OHUEOHlWa BtIND'SPOT : INDIA. 

constitutional fabric fell to tbo ground. “All articulate 
elements in Indian political life, from the Congress to the 
Princes, are arraigned against the Bill. Sir Samuel Hoare 
may try to minimise the differences and promise vaguely 
further important opncesaions. We confidently predict that 
nothing ■will now change the Princes’ resolve to disengage 
themselves from ■what they realise is dangerous, and nothing 
will lead them to quit the solid rock of their treaties with 
the King-Emperor, It is quite clear that the Federal scheme 
is dead." 

Ohurohill, however, continued to flog the dead horse 
with whatever Stick came into hie hand. He ■variously posed 
as the protagonist of the Princes, as the champion of the 
Indian Civil Service and even- as a friend and well-wisher 
of the Indian nationalists. While he was pleading the cause 
of the Princes in Parliament and accusing Government of 
coaxing, cajoling and coercing them to join thb Federation, 
frantic.cables were being sent by the Indian Group to the 
PrlhceBji "to save themselves and India by refusing to 
asBooiate themselves with’ the Government policy. They will 
thus render one more signal service to British rule in India,’- 

Most amusing were the occasions lyhen Churohiil 
assumed the role of a friend of India and bopclemned ths 
yaribuS proviSibna of a Bill from thht angle. ■ VI t is not 
in the least likely to give better Goveimmeht or greater 
bpiiLtentih6ht,....,;..It is a plan for the worst legislature e^ver: 
shbmitted to the Spus6.i4..,Th6 electors have been deprived 
of direct eibctibu add the Saltttery 1186 6f dissolution has been 
irobbed of its- .efBcacy^ The Assembly ■wilb b^^^ inoreaSingly , 
: Mde-bound and stale, ■while the ? Second Chamber Wilf he 
the richest body in the world. v It certainly is a Chamber 
4®YiSb.d tp protect the rights of property, not British hut 
ladiah property, and strong initiative is not likely to pome 
from it.” ' , - f 
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; Churchill could speak even as a Socialist and condemn i 
the Bill for riveting the shackles of the worst aspects of capi- 
talism on Indian people. With one voice he praised the 
Princes “ for making a common canse with the intelligent- 
sia ( to whom he had so oontemptiiously referred in his 
Memorandum to the Joint Select Committee ) and the public 
opinion of India,” while with another he appealed to them 
to save themselves and the British rule from the corroding 
contact with Indian extremists. Churchill had no hesitation 
even iif condemning the safeguards, which were the main 
target of attack in Indian quarters. He accused Sir Samuel 
Hoare of professing to give “a form of responsibility 
which was so hedged round with safeguards, that it was 
. merely a delusion and a snare.” 

And BO the war over the Government of India Bill 
waxed fast and furious. Churchill fought the Bill reading 
by reading, section by section, clause by clause, almost letter 
by letter,\ He fought it by motions of amendment and 
adjournment, He , fought it in Committee and lobby. He 
fought it frontally in Parliament and he , fought it on the 
flanks through the press and the platform. The House of 
Comraons watched with bated breath this Homeric duel 
between the Rt. Hon. Member for Epping and the Berried 
ranks of the Government benches. 

It cheered his brilliant perorations ; it Clapped his 
Scintiliating sallies of wit ; it laughed at his coruscating 
flashes of sarcasm ; it trembled at the flesh-creeping visions 
he invoked r- and it always voted against him I When- 
ever he rose, the House bowed low before the blast and let 
the* Chnrohilliah periods thtmder past ; but no sooner did he 
Sit down than .it turned again to the prosaic i clauses of the 
■■■iBill before it., yV' V' -' ’ 

■ When the B^tt came before the :'Ccmm6nB for its third 
reading, : on the 5th of June ,1935," Churchill kne\v;he was a 
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, beaten man. He struck a sombre note when he rose to 
deliver his swan-song. Ha confessed that the struggle to 
which he had devoted five long years of his life, and for 
which he was always ready “ to saci-ifice his time, labour 
and, in some cases personal friendship,” had proved totally 
unavailing. “ I am ready to admit that all the forces of the 
National Government and all the machinery, prestige and 
loyalties of the Conservative Party— used contrary to its 
ihstincts and traditions— have proved too strong for us.” 
Then he proceeded to recapitulate the numerous arguments 
which he had time and again advanced S,gainst the Indian 
constitirtional proposals of the Government. Ho professed 
surprise that the Government were obstinately pressing 
forward with the Bill “ when the domestic Situation was so 
uncertain, and Europe was drifting steadily nearer the 
hi’ink of catastrophe. ” 

He then adroitly utilised the unanimousTndian opposi- 
tion to damn the Bill : ‘‘We have been repeatedly told of 
the necessity of Indian consent to any proposals. It was 
for this reason that the late Socialist Government deserted 
■" the Sinabh : bomm.iS^^^ It Was for this reason that the, 
lioun'i Table Gonferenoe was set np in the hope of getting 
consent. ; It: was for this reason that Mr. Gandhi was poaxed 
and wheedled over here to take Ms place atthe Round Table.; 
It was :Epr this reason- that the Indian Moderat^^^ 
catefuUy nursed^^M^^^ that position on the joint ; Spleot: 
mittee.;,, ...They were Unfortunately thrown .put at the first 
election when the; propoasdfl wo^^ 

, , . , Fr omthia vaniage point it Was easy to push the Goveru- 
, ment on to the horns of a _ dileinmar: ‘‘Either la Soheme 
. must make for .a better government, or R ;oominand, "the 
■ agreement of those for whom it is devised. Either we must 
; have a : good system or we must have acceptance^ ^ Our cas© 
; : is that HiS;Mnjesty?s Government now. have neitheri ^Every- 
one has the worst of both worlds.” 
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Tlio smell of battle soon rose into the nostrils of the old , 
■war-horse. Gone was his initial defeatist mood. He snorted 
defiantly : “ In the name of liberty, 5 on have done what 
liberty disowns. In the name of theoretical progress, you 
have opened the door for practical retrogation. In the name 
of appeasement and the popular will, you have prescribed a 
course of endless irritation. In response to the Indian 
public opinion, you have supplied what all Indians — all shades 
of Indian public opinion — ^repudiate... You have unsettled 
everything. You have settled nothing. Those whom yoxi 
sought to conciliate are those whom you have most offended. 
Those, to whom your mission is most necessary, are those 
whom you have moat entirely abandoned. Those, on whom 
you havo to count most, ai-e those whom you are teaching 
least of all to count on you.” 

Ohnrchill had established his grip on the subject as well 
as on the House, In ringing words he prophesied nothing 
but disastov for the Act. ” I think it is a short-sighted Act. 

I am sure it is a wrongful Act. It is a fraud upon power 
and a malversation of political trust.” He accused the Govern- 
ment of saddling the poverty-striken Indian masses with 
new heavy expenditure for “a political excursion in a Western 
char-a*bano.” As for the political classes, “ By every organ 
through which they can express their views, they reject 
your government and they spit upon your ill-conceived 
generosity, if generosity it be. Even the very classes of 
wealthy, small, unrepresentative minorities for whom you 
have set out to cater, have rejected the dish which you 
proffer to them.” 

On the lips of a. rhetorician like Churchill, his very 
swan-song turned into a war-cry. Even in the moment of 
defeat, he appealed to his supporters to keep a ■vigilant eye on 
the working of the new constitution, and warned the govern- 
ment that his opposition was by no means at an end. With 
this aggressive gesture he paid a parting tribute to Sir 
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Samuel Hoare, “wlio has reached today the day o£ tviuiiiith; 
but all his activities, industry and trouble he had put on 
himself and others, had added nothing valuable to the 
conclusions of the Simon Commission.” lie reminded the 
Secretary of State for India of the conversation between 
the Wedding Gnest and the Ancient Mariner and hade him 
adieu in the former's ominous words : 

“ Ood save thee, ancient Mariner ! 

From the fiends, that plague thee thus l — 

Why hok’st thou so?" — “With my cross-bow 

I shot the Albatross." 

“ Sir Samuel has carried this monumental Bill and 
won a victory for which he fonght so long and adroitly. 
He has won his victory. But is it not a victory for the 
interests of this country, nor a victory for the welfare of 
the peoples of India, and in the crashing cheers, which 
no doubt will hail his majority to-night, wo pray there may 
not mingle the knell of the British Empire in the East.” 

The 55-minutes oratorical tour de force camo to an end 
at 5.49 p. m. in a hushed House. Hardly had its echoes 
died down, when dapper little Leo Amery rose and intoned 
with puckish solemnity ; Here endeth the last chapter of 
the Book of the Prophet Jeremiah I 

The spall cast hy Churchill was broken. The tension 
dissolved in peals of laughter. The House heaved an 
audible sigh of relief that it was all over. Almost gleefully 
the Members trooped into the voting lobbies. The Speaker 
declared at 10.58 p. m. that the Ayes had it, the figures 
being 386 to 12^. 

The House of Commons had passed the third reading 
of the Goverment of India Bill and the Honourable Mem- 
bers ware glad that they had done with India. And India was 
glad that whatever her fate might be under the new Act, 
she had done with Ghurohill. — Or so she thought I 



CHAPTER XVI 

BEWARE! PANDITS AND MAHATMAS! 

IT is one of the finest political conventions of British public 
life that party warfare on a particular measure is brought to. 
an end no sooner than that measure has passed through the 
various constitutional channels and found a place on the 
Statute Booh. 

Indeed, this ban be said to be the secret of the suc- 
cessful functioning of the British or, for the matter Of that, 
any democracy. After the fierce Reform Bill controversy 
in 1867, Lord Salisbury laid the sound dictum : “ It is the 
duty of every Englishman and of every English party to 
accept a political defeat cordially and to lend their beet 
endeavours to secure the success, or to neutralise the evil of 
the principles to which they have been forced to succumb. 
England has committed many mistakes as a nation in the 
course bf her history, but the mischief has been more than 
obrreoted by the heartiness with which, after each great 
struggle, victors and vanquished have forgotten their former 
battles and have contlnned, together to lead the new policy 
to its best results. ” 

T£ough Ohnrohill prides himself upon being a faithful 
Parliamentarian, so great was his hatred of the Indian 
constitutional reforms that he decided to ignore Lord Salis- 
hiiry’s salutary advice and to continue his opposition to 
dfoyernment even after the Commons had passed the third 
reading; of the Government of India Act by an overwhelming 
majority. That it washot a momentary aberration is eyident 
iropi the fact thUt he had expressed his resolve to do so long 
before thie Eill came for its final reading before the Couamons. 
At a public , meeting held under the auspices of the 
*■ India Defence League more diehard suboessor of the 
*‘:iiidiim Empire Sooiety'*’, many of whose members had 
. supported the India Bill^Ghurchill said 
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“ The Bill is dead. It is as dead as mtiUdn. But nt'voi*- 
theless the Governinent assnves ua that it miiali ho plaaod 
on the statute book. The coipse must be carried forward as 

a trophy We have months of Aghling yet before us and 

after that there will be a figlit in the House of Lords led by 
Lord Salisbury. 1 trust the Bill will come back to the 
House with a goodly stock of amendments. Much may 
happen in these critical months. Do not lose heart. Now 
is the time we are going to reap the result of onr Ion/? uphill 
fight. Many things may happen in the central organisation 
of the Government in the next four or five months. We 
may have a new Prime Minister. If we do, then will bo the 
moment when we should ask that Conservaliv e opinion shall 
bo considered as a whole.” 

Similarly, in the very act of facing his Waterloo in the 
House of Commons during the third reading of the Bill, 
Ohnrchill was contumaciously looking forward to the con- 
tinuation of his struggle against it, regardless of all Parlia- 
mentary conventions. Ho had an ingonions explanation to 
offer for such an attitude : “ The Bill is not liiHlantaucous 
in its action. There is no day on which it can be said that 
it will come into operation. It may be a year or it may 
be two years before the provinces can be handed over. It 
may be five years or it may bo more boforo the assent of 
the Princes is procured or before other conditions, pre- 
cedent to the inairguralion of Pedei-al Homo Rule, such 
as conditions of fi.nancial solvency have been efficiently 
established. ' 

“ The interpretation which will be placed upon those 
conditions will obviously be moat important. That is why 
it is necessary that those who fe<d that all those step should 
be watched with the greatest vigilance, should remain in 
company and should endeavour to limit and mitigate, as far 

X Albert Hall, March 21, 1935 
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as they can, the evils ^vhich we feel are no%y let loose upon 
the State. In the House of Commons we are in a majority 
so large than we can be sullenly or^ siiperciliously voted 
down. , It is possible that in the new Parliament we may 
be a larger proportion of your , forces than we are now 
and that oonsecinently you may be more inclined to pay 
attention to us.” 

This heterodoxy born of sheet malice shocked the 
HonSe„Coming as it did from the mouth of a member of the 
Standing and the eminence of Churchill. In his conclu- 
ding speech Sir Thomas Inskip, the Attorney General, grave- 
ly oommented upon the foregoing observations: “Nothing 
could be more damaging to constitutional government than 
that, when this House has ratified a particular proposal, 
there should he carried on a sort of , guerilla warfare to 
embitter relations between tliis country and India.” Apart 
from this constitutional aspect of the qaestion, it cannot be 
denied that Churohill showed consummate generalship in 
chalking out his future sti-ategy. 

The Government of India Act, which was in gestation 
for seven long years, toek another two years to be put into 
execntion and then, too, 'Only as far as its provincial pro- 
visions were concerned. This is extremely significant: in 
view of the fact that it was against Federation that Churchill 
had concentrated ail his attack. Indeed, in the Comriiittee 
Stdge of the Government of India Bill, he had made a 
sporting offer to Sir Samnel Hoarei to withdraw his opposi- 
; tion altogether if only the -latter dropped the Federal 
’ provisions from the Bill. Dhring the final reading , Churchill 
agjftn made it clear.that he had not the mtentipn to ebstfiict 
the Setting of ^Provincial , Governments . under the .Bill and 
that: it was .only against Federation that . he would continue 
to fight whatever he the verdict to the Houseo ^ - ; ' 

When the Bill returned to the CominonS on July 30 
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■with a “ goodly stock o£ amendments ” Irom the House of 
Lords, as anticipated, Churchill was of course ready to give 
them a big hand and to indulge in some more llreworks 
against the Bill as also against the Q-overnment. This snip- 
ing was in keeping with the declaration he had made during 
the third reading and was more a gesture of defiance than 
intended to have any practical effect. Discretion, if not 
despair, seems, however, to have dawned upon the India 
Defence League once the Bill had received the Royal assent. 
Though it is not known whether the League passed a 
voluntary decree of dissolution, Churchill at any rate made 
the somewhat belated decision to follow the parliamentary 
convention and to bury the Indian hatchet for the time being. 

He ■wrote to the Chairman of the West Essex Unionist 
Association that a new situation had arisen with the passage 
of the Act, after the greatest and most thorough discussion 
upon the Indian policy that had ever taken place since the 
eighteenth century. “The measure has become law. I 
cannot recede in any respect from the warnings which wo 
have given of the effects of the new constitution npon ihe 
relations of the Hindus and Muslims, upon the offioienoy of 
all the services which minister to the well-being «)f the 
Indian masses, and npon the trade and goodwill between 
Britain and her Indian Empire. If, unhappily, these fore- 
casts are borne out by events, we shall naturally remain free 
to comment npon them in the light of the warnings we have 

given But other tasks now lie before us. Dangers 

larger and nearer than Indian dangers gather npon our path 

We have to provide for the defence and safety of the 

country and the Empire which depends upon it We 

have to play our part with other nations in maintaining the 
peace of the world. Amid such circumstances it seems to 
me that Lord Salisbury’s memorable words and doctrine 
should be our guide,” 
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In 1935, dangers did lie in Britain’s and the world’s ’ 
path, far more portentous than those which even the over- 
heated imagination of Ohnrchill could visualise as ever 
likely to befall her in India, There was indeed no maimer 
of comparison between the Nazi Frankenstein’s monster in 
Germany and the half-naked fakir, who had then retired 
from the Indian National Congress. Hitler was merrily 
driving a ooach and four through the various clauses of the 
Treaty of Versailles and in May of that year instituted com- 
pulsory military service, thus smashing its main sanction. In 
September the notorious Nnrembnrg laws wero passed and 
the anti-Jewish drive was intensified with all the power of 
the state behind it. 

In October, Mussolini invaded Abyssinia and gave the 
death-blow to the League of Nations. The cloud, which 
was no bigger than a man’s hand at the beginning of the 
decade, had thus assumed catastrophic proportions in its 
middle and the men who were guiding Britain’s destinies 
during those fateful years. — ^Macdonald, Baldwin and Cham- 
berlain — were too myopic and easygoing to be able to cope 
with the menace. In 1935 Macdonald made his exit from 
the p(^itical scene and Baldwin became Prime Minister. 
But he soon proved that he “was decided only to be unde- 
cided, resolved to be irresolute, adamant for drift, solid for 
fluidity, all-powerful to be impotent.” 

The Prophet Jeremiah who had put Finis to the last 
chapter of his “Book of Woes” on India had needs to begin — 
with far more justification — his “Book of Warnings” on 
Europe. It is true that Churchill did show a tendency to 
flirl with Fascism in its intial stages, which was of course in 
keeping with his Tory background. But it gradually 
dawned upon him that Fascism was not merely the enemy of 
freedom and democracy but that it menaoed the existence 
of the older, sated Imperialisms. Sooner or later the German 
in 
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struggle for a place in the aim was bound to clash with the 
British Empire on which the sun never set. Hitler may 
plead his anxiety for alasting rapprochement with England 
and thus delude men like Baldwin and Chamberlain. 

Churchill, however, was Quick to perceive — he was the 
first among the British ruling class to do so — that such an 
alliance between Fascism in the first evil vigour of its youth 
and a contented and senile Imperialism would inevitably 
spell the doom of the latter. This lively appreciation of the 
latent danger to the British Empire, rather than any ideo- 
logical affinities or spiritual awakening, was primarily res- 
ponsible for ranging Churchill against the Fascist dictators, 
at a time when they were being fawned upon and wooed by 
the British and French Governments. 

It may be that once he threw himself into the fight, he 
was eai'ried away by his usual oxnheranco and was. uplifted 
by the very heat of the battle beyond tho narrow reasoning 
which had first prompted his action. Viuoent Shoenn, who 
had an opportunity to come into close contact with Clxurohill 
during this period, writes ; 

“ 1935 to 1939 were the precise years in which ho was 
traversing this immense ideological area and it was then that 
his mind was tempered for the supreme crisis. When I firat 
talked to him about Spain he was pro- Franco and greatly 
concerned over Russian intervention ; when I last talked to 
him (just before the fall of the Spanish Republic) he was 
saddened and made solemn by the whole thing, porcoived 
the importance of victory for Hitler and Mu-solini and 
regarded the fall of the Republic as a blow to England. And 
with respect to Russia, and most of all with respect to India, 
these two years produced in him such an extraordinary 
process of ageing and tempering that he could hardly be 
recognised in 194.2, as the man who had once thumbed his 
nose gaily at the whole world outside the British Isles.”^ 

1 Between Tlw T/imSer and Tke Bm p, 46 
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Unfortunately, Ohuroliill had been crying Wolf — Wolf* 
so long and so vociferoulsy in connection with the latnb-like 
Gandhi and his non-Tiolent followers, that nobody took him 
seriously when a pack of real wolves strode on the scene in 
the shape of Adolf Hitler and his Nazi gangsters. Prophet 
Jeremiah's “ Book of Warnings” on Europe had, generally 
speaking, as cold a reception as his earlier " Book of Woes” 
on India. His purblind fellow-Tories must have often 
nudge(^ each other and said sotto voce, when Churchill rose 
to deliver his frequent adjurations against German rearma- 
ment in the Commons : Bere’s Winston going off the deep 
end again ! 

In spite of all such appeals and protests, the British 
Government continued its rake’s progress. Even the British 
public was too apathetic to take either the Fascists, or 
Churchill’s warnings against their menace to the peace of the 
world, seriously. One wonders whether Churchill has ever 
realised the bearing which Aesop’s fable of old had upon his 
career in this striking fashion I 

Let us return from the larger European issues, in which 
Churchill was then engrossing himself, to India which he 
had left to God and the Government of India Act in ly35. 
It will be remembered that in the letter he wrote to the 
West Essex Unionist Association he reserved the right of 
•commenting upon any event which might bear out any of 
his forecasts. Thei'e is only a single recorded instance of bis 
having exercised this right between 1935, when he sounded 
the “ cease tire”, and 1939, when lie returned to the Cabinet 
on the morrow of tho world war. 

*' The occasion was provided by the constitutional impasse 
which had arisen in India in 1937 over the refusal of tho 
Congress, which had swept the polls in six out of eleven 
Provinces in the very first elections held under the Act, to 
accept ofQce without a gentleman’s agreement, that the 
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'■ Governors would not exercise their reserve powei* in the 
day-to-day administration. This impasso was subsequenlty 
solved to everybody’s satisfaction by the personal negotia- 
tions between the Viceroy, Lord Linlithgow, and Gandhi j 
but meanwhile, Churchill thought the subject of SuiHoient 
importance to devote to it one of his fortnightly articles, 
which he contributed to the Evening Standard between 
1936 and 1939, and which were later collected together in the 
famous volume S(^ by Step. 

Churchill began his article, which appeared under the- 
title “ The New Phase In India” on April 16, 1937, with the 
observation that Indian events were beginning to cause 
anxiety in wide circles in Britain and proceeded : 

"A gigantic process of gathering the votes of an elec- 
torate of thirty million Indians spread over an immense 
sub-continent, many of them dwelling under' primitive 
conditions, has passed with smoothness and efBoiency. The 
electoral machinery has worked better than many of its 
designers expected. The results have, however, seriously 
disconcerted thorn. Those who said during tho passage of 
the Act that the Congress Party would be supremo wore- 
disbelieved and brushed aside. But now we see that the- 
Oongress Party is powerful everywhere, and all-powerful 
iu six of the eleven Provinces of India. Even in Madras, 
which, it was believed almost without dispute, would return 
a moderate Liberal legislature, the Congress nominees have- 
swept the hoard. They claim to speak in the name of an 
enormous majority of the Indian electorate. They can 
govern, at any time they choose, the greater part of India.” 

Churchill then gave his own version of the impaSSe ; 
“ They now refose to take 'office without assurances from 
the Provincial Governors that the fundamental safeguards,, 
without which Parliament would never have passed the Act, 
will he set aside As soon as the Assemblies meet we shall 
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aee the beginning in every province of tho same kind of * 
constitutional conflict which scarred the history of England 
in the seventeenth and the eighteenth centuries. On every 
side Governors, armed with the prerogatives of ancient 
kings, will be confronted with the agitation of the modern 
parliaments. 

“ The Congress has declared its united resolve to make 
the constitution unworkable and to court, or even in some 
cases tot create, an absolute deadlock. The stop-gap Minis- 
tries will be humiliated, chased from power, or reduced 
to impotence or servility. On the other hand, the Govern- 
ment of every Province must be carried on from week to 
week, and the Governors have ample powers in law and in 
fact to enable them to discharge this prime responsibility. 
Such is the crude, harsh issue which is now emerging.” 

Next follows an interesting aside upon Jawaharlal 
Nehru. Churchill’s references to Nehru are infrequent but 
always incisive, as may be easily imagined. Only once 
before, in 1981, had he alluded to Nehru at some length 
when he called him “ Gandhi’s young rival in the Indian 
Congress, (who is) preparing to supersede Gandhi, the 
momeut that he has squeezed his last drop from the British 
lemon.” 

Six years afterwards, Churchill dubbed Nehru “ Com- 
munist, revolutionary, most capable and implacable of the 
enemies of the British connection with India,” and quoted 
his “hard declaration”: “It is as clear as the noonday sun 
that our paths lie in different directions. There is nothing 
in common between us, and we shall go along our path 
resolutely and with a will to put an end to this bogus A.ct 
which has been forced upon us.” The article continues : 
“ But now comes forward Mr. Gandhi with smooth and 
specious words. * Why imperil,’ he pleads in effect, ‘ this 
great experiment of self-government for the sake of legal 
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pedantry? Let ua have a “ gcutlenian’a agroemont” to 
explain away and remove from practical politics tkese gal- 
ling statutory safeguards* Then you will reap your rich 
reward,' 

“These barbed blandishments are reinforced from 
British-Indian quarters by arguments of practical expedi- 
ency. The Congress, it is said, gained their majority by 
making large promises to the electorates. To fulfil these 
promises would split their party. To refuse to tal^ office 
and throw the blame for all disappointed hopes upon the 
wicked English and their “ bogus constitution,’’ keeps the 
party united and their electorate behind them, and thus 
builds up the forces which will be required in the impen- 
ding struggle. To frustrate these schemes, it is said, the 
remedy is to force the Congress men, as they are now 
called, to assume the responsibility of office. The constitu- 
tion therefore must be so interpreted that the reserve powers 
on which Parliament, even in its most facile mood, insisted 
should be allowed to lapse.” 

Churchill’s reactions to this were not in doubt : “ It is 
to a different England or Britain that those appeals 
are now directed. Here is an England which feels in all 
consoienoe that it has done its best for the Indian political 
classes. It will stand by its word in spirit and in letter} but 
it will go no further. It will enter upon no new slippery 
slope. Britain has done her best. Others now must make 
their sincere contribution. Besides all this, we are in a 
different climate of opinion. The dangerous slothfnlness 
of two or three years ago baa passed. The mood of pacifism 
is gone. Britain is arming on a gigantic scale. The grawity 
of the European situation presses upon men’s minds. There 
is a sterner temper in the air.” 

Finally, the oonolnsion recalls the typical perorations 
of the Albert Hall meetings held under the auspices of the 
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Indian Empire Society or tiie Indian Defence Gtronp t < 
“ Meanwhile as if to strike a note of realism to Pandits, 
Mahatmas and those who now claim to speak for the helpless 
Indian masses, the Frontier is astir; and British officers and 
soldiers are giving their lives to hold back from the cities 
and peace'time wealth ot India the storm of Pathan inroad 
and foray.” 

I have quoted extensively from the article because it is 
the last ^unofficial pronouncement of Churchill on the Indian 
problem. Considering this and the fact that it was written 
midway between the passing of the Government of India 
Act in 193") and his return to the Cabinet in 1939, it has 
considerable significance. It emphatically repudiates V^incent 
Sheean’s thesis that during that period Churchill was under- 
going “an extraordinary process of ageing and tempering” — 
at any rate as far as India was concerned. 

On tho contrary, it conclusively proves that his “period 
of restraint” and “punctilious silence” had only hardened 
and ossified his views and driven bis hatred of the Congress 
still deeper. Notice the cheap sneer at Pandits and Mahatmas 
in the last paragraph. The Frontier is astir I 

Perhaps Ohnrchill did not know that the Frontier, too, 
had its own Gandhi, then — Khan Abdul Ghaffar Khan, the 
beloved FaliJir-e-Sarhad. The Frontier was astir and 
in an unconscious flash-back of his mind, Ohurchill was 
still fighting, after forty years, the Pathan inroad and foray 
on the familiar hills of Malakand 


CHAPTER XVII 

PRIME MINISTER 

IT may be the merest coincidence that the Federal part of 
the Government of India Act, 1935, died an unnatural death 
within eight days of Churchill’s joining the British Cabinet 
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on September 3, 1939, but it is a coiiifidence wliicli makes 
one smell a rat. 

For all one kno-ws, the First Lord of tho Admiralty 
might have been too busy in the first hectic week of the v?ar 
in taking back into his hands the threads of the office, which 
he had to leave under a cloud twenty- four years before, to 
pay any attention to distant India. Nevertheless, one cannot 
but recall in this connection his oft-repeated resolution not 
to serve in any Administration about whose Indiap policy 
he was not assured. 

It would not be far-fetched to suggest that such an assu- 
rance was implicit in Ohurchlll’s acceptance of office under 
Chamberlain, particnlarly because the latter had never 
evinced any interest in India. On the other hand, Lord 
Linlithgow had often professed himself to be keen on inaugu- 
rating the Federal constitution, and was in his own ponderous 
manner busy for three yeai-s in persuading a sufficient 
number of Piinces to sign on tho dotted lino. As he 
observed in his address to the Joint Session of the Central 
Legislatnie on September 11, 1939, though great labour had 
been lavished on them, “ we have no choice but to hold in 
suspense the work in connection with preparations tw Fede- 
ration, while retaining Federation as our objective. ” 

Leaving aside that pious wish, one would have thought 
that instead of suddenly throwing overboard all “ the well- 
advanced preparation ” of four long years and thus per- 
petuating the hybrid mating of the 1919-model irresponsible 
centre with the 1935-model provincial autonomy, Lord 
Linlithgow would have pushed ahead and swiftly finished 
the job which was banging so long on his hands. The ^ar, 
instead of providing an argument against Federation, 
should have served rather as the greatest spur towards it. 
Either those who were responsible for it were insincere 
hypocrites, — ^it is * hard to believe that Lord Linlithgow 
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was so — or some overwhelming pressure must have been 
brought to bear upon them to desist from the completion of 
the work. 

Did that pressure come from Churchill ? Was it the 
price which Chamberlain paid for winning over his most 
formidable critic ? Though Churchill had grudgingly ac- 
quiesced in the institution of provincial autonomy, he 
remained as implacable an opponent as ever of Pederation, 
and it^is not at all improbable that he should have made 
its suspension a condition precedent of hiS joining the 
War Cabinet. 

The Viceroy could suspend Federation but he could 
not suppress the demand for freedom — not while every 
political leader was profusely proclaiming his support for 
the Allied cause 1 The Indian National Congress was the 
first to recover from the shook of war and the gush of 
sympathy and loyalty which followed it. In the historic 
resolution it passed on September 14, the Congress Working 
Committee invited the British Government “ to declare in 
unequivocal terms what their war aims are in regard to 
democracy and Imperialism and the new order that is 
envisaged ; in pai'tioular how these aims are going to apply 
to India and to be given effect to in the present,” 

Now it was extremely unfair — almost hitting below the 
belt — to ask such questions of a Government which, far from 
knowing its war aims, had the vaguest realization of the war 
itself. Chamberlain was sure of winning victory simply by 
sitting tight, observing the Sabbath and counting the barrels 
of oil which Hitler did not possess. Lord Zetland, the then 
Se8retary of State for India, tried his best to answer the 
Congress in a half-patronising, half-offended manner : 
" The Congress leaders are men animated by burning patrio- 
tism but they do, I think, sometimes lose sight, while lifting 
the eyes to the stars, of the practical difficulties which stand 
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- in the way on the ground at thoir feet It is somowhat 

unfortunate that tliey should have chosen this time to 
reassert their claims.” 

Lord Linlithgow, the Viceroy, was more conscientious 
and clever. He rounded up all the tailors from all the 
Tooley Streets in India and proceeded to interview them on 
their war aims 1 The result of all those marathon talks was 
embodied in a statement running into 6,000 words, whose 
sentences rose in tiers like the seats' of a stadium and whose 
meaning became more and more obscure the further one 
read. In response to the Congress demand. His Excellency 
had genex'onsly offered another Round Table Conference 
after the end of the war and a Consultative Group before it. 
Consultation and Conference ! Who said Freedom and 
Democracy ? 

The Congress asked for bread and got a stone. It had 
no other alternative but to advise its Ministries tO' resign as 
a protest. The Government on its part promptly invoiced. 
Section 03 of the 1935 Act and snspended the Constitution. 
The naked autocracy of British Governors was installed in 
six out of the eleven provinces of India, The life of pro- 
vincial antonomy had proved shorter than the labour that 
preceded its birth, while the Federation was not even still- 
born ; It was only the false alarm of a delicate condition I 

Churchill must have breathed a deep sigh of relief. It 
was only human if he felt happy and proud to see all his 
forebodings coming true one after another, almost in the 
order that he had foretold. Though he was in no way direct- 
ly connected with them, the political developments in India 
were following a pattern entirely after his own heart. The 
hated Act of 1935 was at last dead — at least the whole of its 
Federal and 6/llth of the Provincial part. He knew all 
along that it would fall to pieces at the first impact of crisis. 
The best thing of all was that the revolutiouary Congressmen 
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had ■wallced out o£ fcho provincial ROvernments in a huff. 
They were, aEfer all, dangerous elemenla to be ontrusted with 
ruling powers in the provinces at a time when the British 
Empire was at war. Gandhi’s was at any rate a good 
riddance. Very good, indeed I 

The Book of the Prophet Jeremiah bad unexpectedly 
reached a happy ending. But it was not given to him to 
savour the satisfaction of the fulfilment of his prophecies for 
long. In April 1940 camo the debacle of Norway and almost 
overnight the phoney war transformed itself into a war of 
life and death. Chamberlain was arraigned in the Commons 
as tho person primarily responsible for bringing Britain to 
the brink of the abyss. Churchill stood loyally by his Chief 
and gave a vigorous defence of the Norwegian campaign. 
It was of no avail. The Prime Minister knew that his 
days were numbered, and Hitler's invasion of the Low 
Countries only precipitated his exit. On Friday, May 10, 
1940, Winston Churchill kisseil hands on his appointment 
as the Prime Ministor and the First Lord of the Treasury. 

India may well have expressed her reactions to this 
turn of events in the words used by James Maxton on that 
oocaslqji. It was written in the book of fate, say perhaps 
on the battlefield of Plassey, or maybe on the parade 
ground of Bangalore, that the man who bad proved himself 
the most implacable enemy of her political progi*ess, who 
Indeed bad again and again insisted that India conld not 
hope to attain even Dominion Constitution “ in any period 
which human beings ought to take into practical account,” 
should be called upon to preside over her destinies during 
the*war of freedom against Fascism. 

In the speech he delivered while moving the vote of 
confidence, Churchill did not make any reference to India, 
let alone vouchsafe her any word of reassurance regarding 
the future. But his enunciation of the policy and aims of 
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hia GoTernmenfc had a Bignifloance, which wna not lost 
upon India. 

“ Yon ask, what is our policy ? I will say : It is to 
wage war by sea, land and air, with all our might and with 
all the strength that God can give nsj to wage war against a 
monstrous tyranny, nevor surpassed in the dark, lamentable 
catalogue of human crimes. That is our policy. 

" Yon ask, what is our aim ? I can answer in ono word ; 
It is victory at all costs, victoi-y in spite of all terror, ^victory, 
however long and hard the road may be; for without 
victory, there is no survival. Let that be realized; no 
survival for the British Empire, no survival for all that the 
British Empire has stood for, no survival for the urge and 
impulse of the ages, that mankind will move towards its goal.” 

Victory, for without victory there would be no survival 
of the British Empire ! So that was what India was being 
asked to fight for. There uas an exquisite irony in the 
spectacle of an ingrained Imperialist like Ohui'chill standing 
at the head of the democratic nations of the world to lead 
them in the greatest battle of history. It was rnbbed in by 
that wicked man ” Hitler himself when he said that if 
Britain were really sincere about her professions, shoowould 
forthwith make India free. Was the new Prime Minister 
conscious of the irony ? Would Ohurchill the man triumph 
over Ohurchill the Imperialist? Would he redeem the 
future by rising above his past ? Would ha rally all the 
progressive elements in the world behind him and thus 
make it really a war of democracy and freedom ? 

Such questions rose in our hearts but froze on our lips 
as the fearful events in Europe unreeled themselves before 
our eyes in breath-taking succession. The world was verily 
crashing around our ears. The Dutch Government capitulat- 
ing even before it could marshal its army in battle array. The 
Nazi legions sweeping like a river of lava over Belgium. The 
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break-through at Sedan— the signpost to dooml The 

Blitslcrioff sweeping like a conllagration o^er France. Proud 
and beautiful Pax'is, the nursery of freedom, itself echoing 
the Seig Heil I — Seig Heil I ! of the all-conquering hordes of 
Hitler. With Vienna, Prague and Warsaw, Paris too had 
passed into the totalitarian night. The very light of Western 

civilization seemed to flicker and fade 

' Above the crash of kingdoms and the lamentations of 
millions, above the deafening roar of the Stukas and the 
sickening crunch of the Panssrs rose clear and resonant the 
voice of Winston Ohurohill. Winston Churchill, speaking 
not for the British Empire but for the liberties of mankind. 
Winston Churchill standing in the rnins around him and 
proclaiming in imperishable words that the spirit of human 
freedom will never die. Winston Churchill, defying bare- 
handed all the mechanised might of the dictators. Winston 
Churchill, seizing the majestic impulse of a moment and 
telling the dazed French people that France and Great 
Britain shall no longer be two nations but one Franco- 
British Union. 

Winston Ohurohill was the man of the hour — the man 
who was adding cubits to his stature before our very eyes — 
the man whose flaming phrases were finding an echo in the- 
heart of every freedom-loving man and woman all over the 
world. For a time, in the face of the armageddon which 
was mounting to its unpredictable climax, India forgot her 
private quarrel with Ohurohill, suppressed her doubts and 
fears, held in suspense her own long-cherished hopes. 

“ If the British Government will not auo motu declare- 
Indik a free country,” wrote Gandhi in his Harijm, “lam 
of opinion that we should wait till the heat of the battle in 
the heart of the Allied countries subsides and the future is 
oleai’er than it is. We do not seek our independence out of 
Britain's ruin.” And Nehru dedlared that it would be an 
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act derogatory to India’s honour to lake fcUo least mlvantago 
of Britain’s honr of peril. 

The futnre gradually began to becomo clearer. The 
Battle of Prance -was lost, but the Battle of Riilain was 
being decisively won. The mortal peril in which Britain 
stood after the fall of France began to vecedo from the 
white cliffs of Dover. Bnt in Churchill's plentitudo of 
poAver, from the centre of the world stage where he then 
stood in sublime splendour, there issued forth no words of 
hope or cheer into the straining ears of India, no olive 
branch into her eager, outsti etched hand. The oiator of 
free men was ominouly mute when it came to the 400 
million people of India. Maybe he was too busy attend- 
iud to a hundred and one pressing things which needed his 
immediate attention. One wondered whether he was even 
informed that in its anxiety to play its part in the struggle 
for Avorld freedom, the Indian National Congress hail in 
July 1 940 dropped its beloved pilot, had ovon disjavded 
its sheet-anchor of non-violence in order to take arms 
against the aggressor. 

It is a melancholy reflection. But what would have been 
the situation in India and the standing of Churchill ttirough- 
out the world to-day, had he then come out with an un- 
reserved declaration of Indian independence on the lines of 
that of the United Slates on the Philippines and thus enlisted 
her ( in Edward Thompson’s expressive phrase ) for freedom ? 
Where would Britain and India be to-day, had Churchill then 
come to the microphone and said to India, as he was to say 
to Russia a year later : ’’ No one has been a more consistent 
opponent of your freedom than I have been for the last t wenty- 
five years ! I will unsay not a word that I have spoken 
about it. But all this fades away before the spectacle which 
is now unfolding. The past, with its crimes, even follies, 
and its tragedies, flashes away,” 
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Tlio past did not flash away. The white man's burden, ' 
the obsession of the Empire, the sheer fascination of the 
brightest gem in the British Crown dirt not flash away from 
Churchill’s mind. They hold him in their evil grip. India 
had to suffer during the succeeding four years more crimes 
and follies and tragedies than she had witnessed during the 
preceding forty. While yet engaged in the lifr-and-death 
struggle against the Nazi monster, Churchill, like Cadmus 
of old, js sowing dragons’ teeth in the soil of Hindostan. 


CHAPTER XVIII 

jnees’s V0ieE; esau’s hands 

IT is an amazing fact that Churchill, who spent five long 
years of his life in campaigning against the Government of 
India Bill, has not spoken even flvo times on the Indian 
issue siuco becoming the Prime Minister, the only oocasisn 
when he delivered what may be called a full-dress speech 
being «n Beplember 10, 1942, jnst after the Quit India 
convulsion. During the first sixteen months of his Premier- 
ship he did not so much as refer to India even onco, his 
vow of silence being broken when in September 1941, 
probably on the spur of the moment, he gave a categorical 
No in reply to the question whether the Atlantic Charter 
applied to India. 

One overwhelming reason of Churchill’s present silen- 
ce over India must he the belief that he had, after all, 
spoken more than enough during the thirties. The time 
had come in tho forties to act, the opportunity as the Prime 
Minister to accomplish what he had vainly pleaded for as a 
private and somewhat lonely momher, Prophet Jeremiah 
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had become the mighty Caeaar whose word was law, whoso 
wish was a command, and whoso pleasure could move an 
Empire. And by a supreme irony the very person who 
had flnaliy vanquished him in 1935 had become his loyal 
instrument in 1940. Winston Churchill could well afford 
to remain silent on India when he had as Secretary of 
State for India a man like Colonel Leopold Amery to do 
all the talking, and a Viceroy like Lord Linlithgow to do all 
the acting for him. The Amery-Linlithgow axis qonld be 
trusted to keep India safe for Churchill. 

Indiana are a charitable people and though they knew 
Amery’s antecedents well — was he not the gentleman who 
had once espoused the cause of Japan because “ she was only 
defending herself against Chinese nationalism ? " — they held 
their judgment in suspense when Churchill appointed him 
the Secretary of State for India, Besides, ho was given a 
good character certificate by a paper like the 
Guardian, and the Cromwellian manner in whioli ho had 
bade Chamberlain to depart had endeared him to many. 
The accident of his being born in India was also a factor in 
his favour and he made a good beginning at the India Oflice 
when he told an Indian journalist; “You can tell India 
that every ounce of my energy will be directed towards 
seeking an agreement with leaders of Indian opinion.” 

The four years of Amery’s stewardship would have 
fulfilled this assurance if only he had said disagreement in- 
stead of agreement 1 His very first official pronouncement 
drew the caustic comment from Nehru that it had no relation 
to facts either in Europe or in India. And since then there 
has not been a single occasion when Amery has opened his 
mouth and not put his foot into it 1 If Linlithgow’s pontifi- 
cal' speeches cloyed one, Amery’s staccato utterances grate 
upon one’s nerves. The crowning achievement of Amex’y 
was the famous declaration he made in August 1940, and 
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since then his main job has been to paraphrase it in as many 3 
wajs and to repeat it as many times as possible. 

Amery’s speeches since 1940 are reminiscent of the 
speeches delivered in the Honse of Conamons during the 
war of American Independence. No further negotiations 
with rebels ! No further constitutional ad vanes without 
unity I And all the while his words have been helpful only 
to foster disunity, and to provoke even loyal citizens into 
a rebellious frame of mind. 

However, in holding Amery solely responsible for the 
present deplorable state of affairs we are hardly fair to him. 
The voice that emanates from the India Office is Jacob’s 
voice, but the hands are the hands of Esau. All the develop- 
ments of the last four years bear the unmistakable stamp of 
Churchill. They reveal the projection of his pet prejudices 
and the application of all the drastic remedies prescribed by 
him earlier. 

Amery has only constituted himsolf the conscience- 
keeper of Ohurohill on the Indian issue and the decoy to 
draw oif firo from his Chief. He faithfully executes his 
orders, and loyally covers his lapses, Amery is at once the 
alibi as wall as the advocate of Churchill as far as India is 
concerned. When the latter made the grievous blunder of 
denying the Atlantic Charter to India, pat came Amery’s 
explanation that its principles were being applied in the 
Indian Ocean long before the Charter itself was born in 
the Atlantic I 

Even the August Declaration, though it may have been 
drafted by Amery and delivered by Linlithgow, reveals on 
close analysis the hairy hands of Esau. Its main danse 
may well have been lifted from one of the fire-eating 
Speeches delivered by Churchill in the Albert Hall : “It 
goes without saying that the British Government could not 
contemplate the transfer of the present responsibilities for 
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’''the peace and the welfttre of India to any syflloni of (}o\crn- 
nient ^vl^ose authority is directly denied hy large and pow er- 
ful elements in India’s national life, nor could they be parlies 
to the coercion of such elements into sulnui&sion to such a 
Government." This carries the policy of “Divide and rule" 
to its logical conclusion and mortgages the future of a people 
to the hands of a few intractable persons acting on their 
own or as the puppets of the Imperial Power. 

Constitutionalists may well wonder whether a,.system 
of Government can by itself have any authority and, if it 
has, how it can be denied by anybody, or whether it is at 
all possible to devise a system of Government which 
will receive cent per cent support. Does the system mean 
federation or democracy or tho particular system which 
was devised after prolonged labours hy tho British Parlia- 
ment and which was embodied in the Ooverntnont of India 
Act 19.'i5, one half of which remained unborn and the other 
half lay dead in 1910 ? Or, to cut the cackle and to como to 
the bosses, does the system refer to tho system which 
Churchill and a few diehards had opposed tooth and nail 
for five long years of their life, the system which in spito 
of all its checks and safeguards had put the Jndlan 
National Congress into power, and had thus invested its 
claim to speak in the name of tho Indian masses with 
nnohallengeable authority ? 

Ohurohill never took any pai't In the varions debates 
on India held in the House of Commons during 1910 and 
1941. He left it entirely to Amery to bear the responsibility 
for Indian affairs in the eyes of the House and also of the 
worlcl at large. It was a shrewd decision in view of CHUr- 
chill’s past record on India being universally suspect. 
Amery on his part discharged bis duties with untiring 
perseyeranoe and stoical fortitude in the face of bitter cri- 
ticism. In au unguarded moment in April 1941, however, he 
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bluilocl Out that “tho policy oC the Govorninent announced* 
last autiTinn ollors India far more than over before, and the 
remarkable thing is that it is the policy not merely of the 
Labour Members of the Cabinet or of the present Secre- 
tary of State but of the Prime Minister ” 

To my mind the i-eally remarkablo thing is that even 
after this revelation, poor Mr. Amery should have been 
compelled to bear the brunt of abuse for all the British 
Government’s sins of omission and commission in India. 
It may bo perhaps because his speeches aggravate the evil 
effects of those sins. At times one may even condone a 
particular sin itself as an inevitable result of the present 
circumstances! but “tho sombre frenzy of a dervish of 
the desert,” with which Amery defends and justifies 
every single omission and commission of the Government 
always drives one mad. In India Amory’s name has long 
since become anathema and his departure from the India 
Oiflee will come as a dolivorance. 

Of late even British opinion has become increasingly 
hostile to him. Tho Daily Uerald castigated him as neither 
measuring up to the emergency nor grasping the opportu- 
nity. « The News Ghrotiide declared that the first step 
towards ending the Indian deadlock was to get rid 
of Amery. Pethiok Lawrence dooinred in the Commons 
that Amery was totally unlit for the job. And Benner 
Brookway in an open letter in the New Leader addressed 
Amery the same words which tha latter had done to 
Chamberlain: ‘'You’ve sat here too long for any good you’ve 
been doing. Depart, I say, and let’s have done with yon. 
Inothe name of God, go I” 

In the name of Churchill, Amery won’t go, even though, 
he may personally like to wash his hands o^ a thankless 
task. Indbed it was reported long ago that Amery himself 
had asked Churchill to relieve him, in view of his health. 
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'^Ohurchill’s loyalty to his friends is well-known and Iho 
more the agitation for Aracry’s retirement, the firmer will 
be the former’s confidence in him. It is significant that 
Amery is perhaps the only member of Ohurcliiirs iirst 
Cabinet who has stuck to the same office during all those 
years, though none else has made such a hash of his work. 
“To enter the India Office,” wrote a correspondent of the 
Nm York Times, “ is to feel that one is nttevly cnt off from 
the global strife. It is abont as lively as a dusty old curiosity 
shop on any London by-street. ” 

It is an old curiosity shop dealing in the curios of India. 
Spectacled , skull-capped, sour-looking, sharp-ton gued Leopold 
Charles Maurice Stennet Amery may stand at its counter 
but through the awing door leading to the inner sanctum 
one can always catch a glimpse of the grnff visage of the 
senior partner, Winston Churchill. Among tho -varions 
posters which adorn the mouldering cobwob-ooverod walls of 
the shop are "Fixed Polioyr” “Take It Or Loavo It,” 
“ Silence — ^No Nonsense, ” “ We Hold What We Have. ” 

All rumours that the shop was putting up the shuttots 
were sternly set at rest by Churchill in his famous Mansion 
House speech. He had not become its senior partner to 
liquidate it. He won't liquidate even his salesman and 
junior partner, Amery, as long as ho can help it. For 
Amery himself is a pai’t and parcel of Churchill’s Indian 
policy. Churchill’s the injury; Amery’s the insult — the 
insult which is often more galling than the injury and makes 
one forget llie real wrong- doer. As Nehru said to an 
American correspondent; “Even if the British did not want 
to change their policy towards India, just keeping Ameryon 
there as head of the India Office was a constant irritation to 
our people.” 

In view of this mutually satisfactory arrangement, one 
wonders why Churchill should have thrown off his mask in 
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the matter oC oxclnding India from the Atlantic Charter.*' 
Why should he not have left it as usual to Amery to throw 
eold water on India’s hopes and aspirations, especially 
considering that Churchill had scrupulously kept his lips 
sealed till then on the Indian issue ? He could not have made 
a more disastrous debut on India than he did with his 
statement on September 10, 194.1 : 

“ The joint Declaration of the Atlantic Charter does not 
qualify in any way the various statements of policy which 
have been made from time to time about the development 
of constitutional government of India, Burma or other parts 
of the British Empire. We have pledged by the Declaration 
of August 1940 to help India to obtain free and equal 
partnership in the British Commonwealth of races subject, of 
course, to the fulfilment of the obligation arising from our 
long connection with India and our responsibilities to its 
many ci-eeds, races and interests. 

“At the Atlantic meeting, we had in mind primarily the 
extension of the sovereignty, self-government and national 
life of the -states and nations of Europe now under Nazi 
yoke, and the principles which would govern any altera- 
tions hi territorial boundaries of countries which may have to 
be made. This is quite a separate problem from the progres- 
sive evolution of self-governing institutions in regions 
whose people owe alligianoe to tho British Crown. We have 
made declarations on the matter which are complete in 
themselves, free from ambiguity and related to the condi- 
tions and circumstances of the territories and peoples 
affected. They will be found to be entirely in harmony 
with the conception of freedom and justice which inspired 
the Joint Declaration. ” i 

Fulfilment of obligations arising from our long connec- 
tion with India t Our responsibilities to its many creeds, 
races and interests 1 ! I So this was what Churchill had to 
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'"offer India after two years and one* week of war — the war 
for world freedom I This was the reply lo tho moral prnlosb 
and the policy of noii-embarraffisment of the Indian Natinual 
Congress in which Sa.OOO people had voluntarily and non- 
violently gono to jail. This was the shape of things to corne, 
which was emerging from the blood, toil, tears and sweat 
of hnmanity I Progressive evolution of self-governing 
institutions 1 

Smelly phrases which stank in one’s nostrils. Hypocriti- 
cal pleas and pretexts which would not deceive even a blind 
puppy. On the morning of the 11th of September 1941, 
India woke up disillusioned and angry. A member of the 
Council of Slate called Churchi^’s statement a fraud on 
India. The President of the Servants of India Society 
declared that Churchill bad broken his silence only to show 
that in his scheme of things whito races alone wero of any 
importance. Sir Tej Bahadur Sairrn felt that the Primo 
Minister had deCnitely worsened tho position regarding 
India. And Mr. V. S, Srinivas Sastri, who shares with Ohnr- 
ohill tho triple distinction of being a mcinhor of tho Privy 
Council, a holder of the Freedom of London and a’Companiou 
of Honour, was so greatly disturbed by the statemont that 
he wanted to know if there were any means of ariafgning 
Churchill and those for whom he was Speaking befoi'o the 
bar of world opinion I 

No, Mr. Sastri. There was no manner of moans for 
arraigning Churchill and the British Government before the 
bar of world opinion for denying the Atlantic Charter to 
India. "World opinion has no bar when the rights of subject, 
backward, coloured people are concerned. Tho whole issue 
of Imperialism, nevertheless, did come before the bar of 
world opinion with the blood-curdling swish and the 
ear-splitting explosions of the bombs that fell over Singapore 
and P^l Harbour on December 7, 1941. The Pacific was 
no longer pacific. It was on fire. 



CHAPTER XIX 

©NE ST0NE— SIX BIROS 

WHY did Sir StafEprd Orippa come to India in the spring of 
1942 ? Why did he fail ? 

Legion is the name of the articles and pamphlets which 
have been written during the last two years to answer these 
two questions. Sir Stafford himself and the members of 
his enijpurage ; Congress leaders and press correspondents; 
participants, partisans, propagandists and professors; Ame- 
ricans-, Englishmen and Indians, not to talk of a few 
Chinese and a solitary Frenchwoman — all have vied with 
one another in giving his or her- own version of the Cripps 
Mission. No othSr single episode in recent Indo-British 
history has created such international interest or lias left 
behind Such a trail of controversy and recrimination, 

To my mind, the Cripps Mission really resolves itself 
into a Ohurohill Mystery. And the more pertinent ques- 
tions that need to be answered are : Why did Churchill 
send di'ipps on such a Mission, which turned out to be a 
fool’s efrand , fot everyhodY concerned— except, Churchill 
himself ? Was there the least chance of its sncoeeding at 
all? Why should the British Prime Ministef, who in Sep- 
tember: 1941 had curtly refused to apply even the Atlantic 
Charter to India, suddenly profess anxiety to grant freedom 
to' her, only six months later— as most foreign journalists 
were led tp' believe:.?, ; 

Of ;:cpnr8e, there were the intervening catastrophes that ; 
followed the; Japanese war,— -the Mnking , of the 
.■ T^les”; an^ the.:'- Repulse.’%? tbe ioss- of Mala^^ 
part of Burma, and'the ;, looming threat to In'dia,T~whiph 
^suggest: themBelyes as explanations, for theiSeeming meta- 
morphosis, charaptet; 
andrabove ally of -the : personajityi of Winston Ohurohill, who 
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' feels that the decision to soiul Sir S tatl'ord Orippa to 1 ndi.i 
was the result of shoor panic caused i)y the Japauese Hood- 
tide of conquest. It no doubt in’ovidcd the apparent, 
immediate excuse, but behind it lay a complex maze of 
motives. 

By sending Oripps to India Churchill was out to kill 
several birds ■with a single stone — of which the bird India 
was the last and least. First and foremost in Churchill’s 
mind nausl have been the indireot pressure, if not th? direct 
prodding, from his senior partner in Washington. The 
British Premier’s exclusion of India from the operation 
of the Atlantic Charter had already been adversely com- 
mented upon in the American press. But ■when, with the 
opening of the war in the Far East and the collapse of one 
vaunted British bastion after another, India assumed the 
character of a strategic base against tho Japs, the United 
States naturally took a more intimate und koencir interest in 
Indian aflairs. 

The demand that Britain should try her host to placate 
Indian nationalist opinion was voiced inaiatonlly both in Iho 
press and on the platform of America, if not In more in- 
fluential circles in Washington. Wbatovor else Ohvrchill 
could ignore, he could not ignore American opinion at a 
time when the fortunes of the Allies had reached their nadir. 
India was no longer merely a political or a domestic problem 
of Britain. It was transformed suddenly into a pressing 
military issue facing America as much as Britain. Whether 
Churchill sincerely desired to plaoate Indian opinion or not, 
he had at any rate to placate his Amorican critics. 

British spokemen are naturally at great pains to undfer- 
estimate as much as possible, if not to deny altogether, what 
may he called the Yankee angle of the Cripps episode. 
Retrospoctively, they consider such a suggestion to be a 
national affront. Sir Stafford himself made elaborate at- 



ONR STONTS— SIX BIRDS 


169 


tempts in the speech he delivered in the Commons after his 
return from India to explain away the part played during 
the negotiations by Col. Louis Johnson, the Personal Repre- 
sentative of President Roosevelt, though in New Delhi he 
seemed to have been perfectly agreeable to avail himself of 
the gallant Colonel’s help. 

“ I wish to make it abundantly clear,” he assured the 
CommonSi “ that there was no question of any American 
intervention but only the personal help of a very able 
American citizen.” This attempt to bifurcate the hefty 
personality of Louis Johnson is no doubt interesting, but Sir 
Stafford overlooked the fact that his own selection for the 
job was made exactly because of his dual personality, as a 
member of the British War Cabinet and also as the self- 
declared friend of Indian Congress leaders. 

Whatever may ha its reaction upon the a^nour-propre 
of Tory Imperialists, Sir Stafford had personally the least 
excuse for considering fi;i6ndly American intervention as in 
any way derogatory to British prestige. For, barely two 
years before, he had told a group of Indians in America that 
“ the only thing we conld do while in the Slates was to per- 
suade 8k fev? inJluential Americans to bring pressure to bear 
upon the British Government with respect to India.”^ The 
manner in which Sir Stafford reacted to such pressure the 
moment he himsolf was drest in a little brief authority as a 
member of the British Government is extremely interesting. 

Ohnrdhill’s bird number two was China. In the fore- 
going pages we have had a frequent glimpse of Churchill’s 
real opinion of China. Even after the war against Fascism 
had'begnn, the British Prime Mmister had no compunction 
in cutting China’s life-line — the Burma Road — in order to 
appease the Asiatic member of the Axis. Though the ap- 
peasement went for nought and Japan’s stab in ihe back had 

1 See Eriehnalal Shridharani .I/y India, Mg Ameym p. S40 
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’ made China and Britain allioH, llio Ih'itiHli anlhoritii h wora 
nnwilling to avail theinaolvea ol' (huna’a holp in tho Jhat 
few montha of the war, nntil in iad the do\)aclo 
complete and little waa lelt to ativo of tho British Jflmpiro in 
thoFarEaat I China, liko India, then aasumed a key import- 
ance in the global strategy of Avar. It suddenly dawned 
upon the Allies, fii-at, that Japan could bo finally defeated 
only through China, and, second, that China could be reach- 
ed only through India. 

The unrelieved tale of disaster compelled even the 
blindest Blimp in Britain to see things in thisuew perspective. 
Gone waa the boast of the white man’s burden, and the nine 
hundred million coloured people of China and India became 
a weight on tho conscience of the Allies. As if to rub this 
in, Marshal Ohiang Kai-Shek paid a visit to India — tho iii'St 
occasion in history when tho head of China had come to 
this country — ^and took the unprocodenbed and almost 
breath-taking step of addressing to Britain a plea for Indian 
freedom while ho was yet on Indian soil. 

"Shonld freedom be denied to either China or India,” 
he said in a valedictory broadcast from Ouloutta, “there will 
be no real pence in the world.” IIo proceodod more, iioint- 
edly: “I sincerely hope and confidently holiove that our 
Ally, Great Britain, without wailing for any demands on 
the part of the people of Indio, will as speedily as possible 
give them real political power, so that they may be in posi- 
tion further to develop thoir spiritual and material strength 
and thus realize that their participation in the war is not 
merely an aid to tho anti-aggression nations for securing 
victory, but also a turning point in Iheir struggle for India’s 
freedom. From an objective point of view, I am of opinion 
that this wonld be the wisest policy which will redound to 
the credit of the British Empire.” 

This intervention appears even more staggering today 
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than iL iliil in llniso licctio das'S. CrippS may liavo siib- ' 
seniaenlly doniod Ainei'iciin iiilcrvenlion — which he hiul 
advised iiinisell I — hilt Olnircliill had llion lo luako as svacc- 
£nl an aoknowledtiemcnfc as he could of the compliments 
paid by Chiang Kai-Shek. In fact, the very first pro- 
nouncement made by him in the IIouho of Commons on 
March 11, 1912, regarding the War Cabinet’s decision to send 
CrippB to India, contains the following significant words : 

“ We myst remember that India has a great part to play in 
the world strugglo for freedom and that her helping hand 
must he extended in loyal comradeship to the valiant 
Chinese people, who have fought alene so long. Wo must 
remember also that India is one of tho bases from which 
the strongest counter-blows must he struck at tho advance 
of tyranny and aggression.” 

'riiis last sentence r('forB, of conrso, lo tho third bird — 
Japan. In March 11)1,2, llritain’sahility to slom the .Tapaneso 
advance had frankly hecomo a doubtful proposition and if 
tho Indians could ho persuadcsl to throw their whole weight 
as a free, allied nation — instead of as an nnwillinj?, suhjeot 
people — in tho light, their help was naturally welcome. 
At any*alo Churchill must have thought lhat the bugbear 
of Japanese menaoo and the looming threat lo their land 
might compel tho Indian leaders to accept what he was 
oJIering in Ins generosity — tho iiost-dated cheque, as the 
clich6 wont in those days. There was a subtle attempt 
to play tho Jap bogey for all it was worth in the olllcial 
statement referred to above ; ” The crisis in the afl’airs of 
India arising out of the Japanese advance has made Britain 
wish to rally all the forces of Indian life to guard their 
land from tho menace of the invaders.” 

Bird number fohr was British public opinion, which had 
then become frankly restive and even apprehensive, parti- 
cularly iihmrt the turn of affairs in the Far East. Churchill’s 
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oi'ilics were too well tiwaro of liis diclmril viowH on ludia 
not to make of India ii presahiR iasuo whon tho w.ir iipin'o- 
ached, its frontiers. Rvon the iniin in tho at root was booom- 
ing nncoiufortably conscious of tho iilisurdily of w.o'inn war 
for freeing Poland and Czeohoalovakia from ilio Nsizia and 
at the same time denying freedom to India, of tho divergence 
between Allied professions and Bvilish praclice. The events 
in the Far East had dropped the scales from his eyes, put 
him in a chastened mood and made him -woudcr whether 
the Allies could snooessCully fight a twentieth century war 
with nineteenth century weapons. In Sir Stafford Orippsi 
who had just returned from Russia and was waxing olociuent 
over the glory of the people’s war, tho common man found 
a worthy spokesman and the laltor'S inclusion in tho War 
Cabinet was not so much tiro triumph of Oripps as of tho 
common man in Ilritain. 

Which brings us to bird nuinbor iivo- -Sir SI afford 
Oripps himself I In tho beginning of 1912, Cripps’s prostigo 
and influenoo had reached tho xonith. llo wiis haili'dim 
the man who brought Russia on tho Alliod suto—ii olalm 
which, by the way, will not stand u inouumt’rt soruliny, Uo 
shone in the reflected glory of tho Rod Army. 4i<' was 
looked upon as tho only man why could stand up to Chur- 
chill— -had ho not the courage to rofuso a minor ministerial 
post offered by tho latter? lie seomod thim Uic only 
possible successor to Churchill, acooptahlo to tho llritish 
masses, though he had not tho backing of any i)arly. 

Accommodating this square peg in the round hole of his 
Cabinet must have been something of a prohlom to Churchill. 
Ik was one thing to offer him a seal on tho Cabinet in defe- 
rence to clamant public opinion; to carry on with such a man 
of Calvinistio outlook from day to day was another matter. 
He would surely spoil the happy family atmosphere of the 
Churchill Cabinet. According to the well-thumhed tradi- 
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tions oC TMliah public lilc, iucouvcnicut (jollcagues cau 
always be put (ml o£ harni’a way by Idckine tbeiu up&lairs 
to Lbe House ol Lords. Wir Btsvfl'ord Cripps, however, was 
too .yoiiiiH, too popular aud too atnbitious to be suporaunual- 
ed in this fasbion. 

Stalin liquidates his rivals, lloosevelt stoops to conquer 
them. It can be said of Churchill that he swallowed his. 
In the retrospect, it is evident that Oripps signed hie pohtical 
death-wsrrant when he was persuaded by Churchill to go to 
India. The Premier’s announcement said that he volunteer- 
ed to go, and a report haS it that Cripps had made a solution 
of the Indian problem a condition precedent of his joining 
the Cabinet.’ If it was so, ho only played into Churchill » 
hand. Whatever happened, the latter could have the best 
of both worlds. 1 C Crip()8’s standing with the Congress sue- 
coeded in pulling off the tinsel deal which Ohurohill had 
prepared for India, and in btiying Indian goodwill for tJio 
prosecution of war, ho would have finally solved the Indian 
problem on kin own irniw. U would have boon lie aeblcve- 
nient of Iho century. 

If on the other hand the Cripps Mission failed, the 
problem of Cripps would have boon solved for the duration, 
agnin on (JlmrchiU'o own ieniw. It would oixly remain to 
give Cripps a decent burial on a suitable occasion, It may 
only be added that while Cripps was made a member of the 
War Cabinet when the prestige of (he Olnirchill Government 
had reached its lowest ebb in the beginning of 1942, he was 
reduced to the ranh of an ordinary Minister the moment 
Allied military fortunes were retrieved with Rommel’s deci- 
aivendefeat and the American landing in Africa. 

If the success of Oripps’s meteoric rise was his alleged 
success in Russia, tho explanation of his fall lies in the 
utter failure of his Indian Mission. 

1 See John Gunther Jxside Ama, latest edition. 
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A caveat must be entered here tiRainst a popular lais- 
cnnceplion, which has somehow passed ciii'rent so loiisj. 
The public belief is that Crippa was sent out by the VV'ar 
Cabinet in order to airivo at an amicable nndorstaudinff with 
Indian leaders and to negotiate a final and nintually satis- 
factory treaty between Britain and India. Nothing is more 
removed from facts. Cripps was not an envoy plenipoten- 
tiary, not even a free agent authorised to arrive at a 
compromise and sign on behalf of his principals. He 
was not a missionary in the accepted sense of the woid but 
a mere messenger of Churchill. 

His mission 'lay merely in carrying the \Yar Cabinet’s 
conclusions “upon which we are agreed and which wo lielievo 
represent a just and final solution.” The only latitude 
which was allowed Crippa was to dot the “i'’3 and crofes 
the“t"a of the Draft Declaration ho was entrusted with— • 
and which Churchill had already stamped as being “just 
and final" I And it is the considored judgmenl of nil 
Indian observers that when in a lit of ahsenl-mindednoas 
or derring-do, Cripps deviated from his biiof and hegtin 
’to talk of a "National Government,” he was sharply 
pulled up by his Chief. 


CHAPTER XX 

jap T©oaY, Jaw t©m©rr©w 

THE popular fallacy about the Crippa “ Mission” is stiik- 
ingly illustrated in the famous cartoon “Trapeze Tragd'dy” 
by Shankar, in which Cripps is shown swinging with arms 
outstretched towards Nehru, whose hands are tied down 
with a heavy weight. Really speaking it was Nehru who 
was trying his utmost to stretch out his arms towards Cripps, 
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and it was CripiJS wlioss hands wei’o firmly tied by the ’ 
deadweight of the Draft Declaration he had brought with 
him. Listen to Nehru : “We agreed to things which in 
the last twenty-two years we would never have dreamt of 

agreeing to or coming near D'or the first time in these 

twenty-two years, I swallowed many a bitter pill so as 

somehow to come to an agreement.” 

In fairness to Oripps, it must be noted that whatever he 
might have said or promised in his personal talks with 
Indian leaders, in his public pronouncements he made it 
clear that his hands were tied and that “No real, major, 
fundamental changes can be made in the Wav Cabinet's 
conclusions.” “ The soheme goes through as a whole or is 
rejected as a whole.” He even admitted that “ it has fallen 
to my lot to be the memnger of the War Cabinet in a matter 
of svioh vital and far-reachiug importance to the future of the 
•\Vorld order.” 

As far as the defence of India was concerned, he bluntly 
told everybody that it could not ho transferred to Indian 
hands even if there was an unanimous demand for it on 
behalf of all the parties. The utmost that he could oli’er in 
consultation With the Viceroy and' the Coirimander-in-Oliief 
was the management of Wmy canteens and such . other 
things ! One may inoidenthlly note hero that in spite of 
the complete inaptnesspf the above-mentioned cartoon, it is 
the only one from among the score of brilliant Cartoons 
■which Shankar published' dui'ing the Oripps episode, which 
Professor Ooupland has thought it fit to include in his book- 
let on the Oripps Misaioh,-v I atn sure .Shankar mutst . tie 
kicbing himself for thus becoming the unwitting instrument \ 
of in the hands of an Oxford don. 

: Why theb, if “the unitedly agreed upon . pi’6poSalS" -Cf .: 
the War Oabinet , Were so definite and precise, and j if. in : fact 
they represented, Britain’s last arid final word .on; India’s 
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constitutional advance, were they not iransmilted throusb 
the Viceroy, instead o£ anbjecling Kir Stafford Oripps to 
such trouble and risk in carrying them over to New Delhi ? 
Perhaps the Mission of Cripps lay precisely in putting them 
over t') the Indian leaders with the finesse and patter of a 
conjurer producing rabbits out of his hat. We know those 
long-eared, supple, shy, rather smelly creatures too well. 
We know all along that they are somewhere there in the 
magicians’s paraphernalia on the stage. Nevertheless we 
cannot help feeling fascinated when they are actually taken 
out from nowhere as it were before our very eyes. The 
show is the thing. ’ 

And the show was the thing with Sir Stafford Cripps; 
'J’he rabbits may have belonged to Churchill. But with 
what exquisite showmanship did Cripps produce them out 
of his hat one after another — as if they were his own 
creation! “Iflalono had di-afted the doomnent,” bravely 
said Sir Stafford at a press confei'enoe, "it would have boon 
in substance exactly as it is. ” Now this can easily bo proved 
to be a departure from truth by oomparing tho Draft 
Document with the plea made by Sir Stafford in the speech 
he delivered in the Commons on October 2G, 1939. Then he 
had made a categorical demand on behalf of India for a 
national cabinet appointed from the members of tho majority 
of the Legislative Assembly, whose advice would be accepted 
by the Viceroy, “ as the Crown here accepts the advice of 
the Cabinet wben duly tendered to it. ’’ It was exactly on 
this rock, on the refusal of the Cripps of 1942 to grant what 
the Cripps of 1939 had passionately asked for, that the 
mission was smashed. 

This leaves only the sixth and the last and the least 
bird to be counted for. That poor little birdie was India — 
the land and the people of Hindostan ! What kind of 
Magna Oarta was this which Churchill had entrusted to the 
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care o£ Wir Htaffoi'd Crippa ? Thai Clinrchill had a lively , 
nnlieipation that it would bo rejected out o£ hand by the 
leaders of every party in India, is seen from the very Aral 
annomicoinenl ho made on the subject in Parliament and 
irom the dovions and ]ound>abo\it method he devised for 
tranamitting it to India. Ho had obviously more hope in 
Cripps’a high-pi-eastire salef-manahip than in the character o£ 
the proposals in themselves ! 

At, the same time he took great care to make them as 
clear-cut and cast-iron as possible so as not to leave the least 
scope for their being tampered with en route by the radical 
Oripps. On the face of it this is an amazing procedure to 
adopt to pacify 400 million people when the enemy is 
battering on the door. There was no room for compromise, 
for friendly exchange of thoughts, or for give-and-take. “We 
know what is good for you. Take it or leave it. And if 
you arc foolish enough to leave it, note that there will be no 
further cbancos of political reforms for tbo duiation.” 
liohind the sham Alaynn Cnrta, behind the smooth platilndos 
of Oripps, lay this grim warning of Ghiirobill. 

X£ the llritisb Government wore really anxious to 
oonoilitttG Indian opinion, they would never have adopted 
such dictatorial procedure, even though it was sugar- 
coated with the personality of a Oripps, Of the five 
clauses of the draft document, four dwelt on the future and 
only one concerned the present and that too in the broadest 
terms which would bo capable of any interpretation. At a 
time when the after- war appeared more remote and impon- 
derable than the ailer-life, it was absurd to expect Indians to 
go Into ecstasies over promises regarding their future status 
after the .Taps were defeated. What they were most interes- 
ted in and anxious about was fi’eedom here and now, as much 
freedom anyway as was compatible with war oircumslances 
—freedom to fight as free men. 

12 
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t)ripps had neither the authority nor oven the desire to 
ofEorthis. On the contrary the Drai't Declaration was basi- 
cally only a glorified version of the “Anguat Oiler ns 
Professor Conpland (who had attached himself to tho Oripps 
Mission in New Delhi) has himself stressed.'^ And in 
March 1942 the “ Angnst Offer” had become a joke in bad 
taste. In effect, Churchill’s Indian charter amounted to 
Ja^ today, Jmn tomorroiO! “If you behave like good boys 
and fight the Japs with all yonr might and main, without 
asking any inconvenient questions as yon have been doing 
so long, we promise you oar own brand of the jam of free- 
dom afterwards. Meanwhile lally-ho 1 ” 

British propagandists inclnding Sir Stafford himself 
have laid all the blame for the failure of the Mission at the 
door of the Indian National Congress and, above al), on tho 
devoted head of Mahatma Gandhi, conveniently forgetting 
that there was not a single party which oxleniled its support 
to tho scheme. But one wonders, as ono rccapitnliitcs tho 
Oripps episode at this distance of time, whether ilicro was 
anybody who could have entertained the least hope of its 
successthen— except Oripps I Was he really an innocent 
abroad, or did he liave such an abounding faith in bis own 
super-smartness? Gandhi thought the draft docunmnt not 
worth tho paper on which it was written. Nehru could not 
swallow it try as he might. Jinnah rejected it out of hand. 
Savarkar would not touch it with a barge-pole. Ifiven the 
I. C. S. men — the British steel fi>ame in India — were “ con- 
fidently looking forward to the failnre of the Oripps 
Mission ” according to a British war correspondent who ^ 
happened to be in New Delhi then.® 

And supposing the miracle bad come to pass and Oripps 
had succeeded, what could have happened ? Nothing 

1 The Orijpps Minion, p. 30 

S See Alen Moorehead A Tear ofjBatlle p. 110 
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fipriouH i’hoiik)i )<> slmkc Olnirchill’H eqnsiuiniity. NcilUeri 
Iho (itiiiMPri would liavo hoPii Hi't on liro nor woxtlil Iho 
flitnalajiiM Iiavi' lioaun to melt. Jflverylhing would have 
bet'U iiM aniiliiig os ever iu the Oardcn of Eden, The "great 
estates hejond the Roa” AS’Oiild have oontiimed to bring their 
animal roventies, even i£ they had been glorified as an 
“Indian Union” coinin’iaing of one or several Federations. 
And lest any irate render should accuse me of losing all 
sense of proportion, let me quote here the comment of a 
leading Eritisli Weekly in this context. It is 27/e Nm 
St((tfsnmn and Nation writing long alter the passions 
aroused by the Oripps Mission had died down : 

“ As for India, Churchill has always regarded it as an 
enornioris Blenheim Park entailed to him and his class for 
ever. 2'he only puszlo is to account for his consent to the 
Oripps Mission, and his subsequent statement (as gruff and 
curt as possihlo) that tlio offer slill hold good. Ho publicly 
sanoUouod the original offer Ihrco days after the Ml of 
llangoon. Wo tio not suggest Ihut oven then his own con- 
Udonco in vioLory (lagged, dnd ho may have found it more 
dilUcult than usual to impart it to his collojignes and allios. 
The p<y'luuol()ry renewal was mado in a (■peech which carried 
the tactics of JHvido at Itnim'a to the verge of caricature. 

“With li'ss tlian this degree of encouragement, Mr. 
Churchill may have reckoned, the Princes and Mr. Jinnah 
between them may be trusted to render the process of self- 
determination unworkable. Shorn of its Muslim provinces, 
an amputated Hindustan, sore and angry, could still survive. 
But if the Princes, taking their one from Mr. Churchill, 
should decide to stay outside the future Indian Union, it 
might just be capal)le of life, but certainly not of independence. 
For their States, often in dislocated fragments, are scattered 
round all the provinces and even inside them. They cut the 
railways, interrupt the electric grid, and sprawl across the 
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trunk roads. If Mr. Ohurchill glanced at the map before ho 
sanctioned the Cripps offer, ho may have roaliHod that the 
risk he took was negligible. 

Churchiirs triumph was complete. With a single stone 
he had brought down all the six birds which lay still and 
lifeless at his feet, to be plucked at hi.s pleasure or cast away 
in disdain. First and foremost, America was reassured. 
The White House could no longer find fault with White- 
hall’s handling of tho Indian problem. American ppinion 
instead of being annoyed with Britain had become angry 
with India. As Leland Stowe, the American author, says in 
his book They SJiall Not Sleep : 

“Beading those American comments in New Delhi, the 
sum total effect was that they formed one loud, impationt 
lecture. It was said ‘You have been offered Dominion 
Status and Independence. Why don’t you take it ? Don’l 
you realise that we Allies are at wnr and have not got tho 
time to disouBS the details of the question ? Why should you 
, insist on a lavge share of rcBponsibility for the defence ol 
your own country? What is* this all arguing about tho 
question ? The Japanese may hit you any moment. Don’l 
you understand that there is no time to waste tor diswBsing 
mere details of ways and means ? ’ 

“This is what tho American reaction sounded like, 
petulant and childish. The Indians had not even the 
opportunity of replying to the strangely undemocratic 
sermons given by our safe, secure editorial gods. ’’ 

It was Churchill’s biggest success — the success of the big 
guns of propaganda ovor the still, small voice of truth-r-for 
war censorship had gagged India’s month. Fortunately, 
Btowe himself supplies the retort which India would have 
given to America, had she been free to speak out her mind i 

\ Deoembar 12, 1942 
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You Ainei'icfiiis Hiy that thoro is no time for discussion I 
"But those delaila will determine wiiothor in actuality we 
would over got freedom of self-goverimieut. You say that 
there is not time — hut wiioso fault is that ? Did not we 
pose this question frankly in the first weeks of the war 
m 1939 ? You Americans say that wc are endangering the 
democratic cause. Is it we who endanger it ? Or is it those 
who waited so long before offering the use of even a portion 
of deiriooratic self-government ? Our lives and our ohild- 
reu’s lives are involved and yet the voices of Amei'ica’s free 
press are chiding us for being nnreasonable. Were your 
Washington, Jefferson and the signatories of the Declai'ation 
of Tudopendenco willing to wait until Iflngland’s European 
war was settled ? What happened to tho Americans then ? 
Wo thought you believed in true doniocracy. We thought 
you wero our friends.” 

Hocoudly, Iho Ohinoso people felt bewildered and hurt 
at the turn of events. Tho failure of the Oripps Mission and 
tho Bubso(|noul mass arrest of Congressmen must have conio 
like a slap in the face of Marshal Chiang Kai-Bhok. Hinco 
then onr great neighbours and friends have taken resort in 
a dignifled silence. “Talk not of tho ovil you cannot 
remedy,” says an ancient proverb. 

Thirdly, tho conscionce of tho British people was set at 
rest. And, ironically enough, it was left to a biographer of 
Oripps to put this down on the credit side of his Mission. 
I wondor if Patricia Strauss was consoions of the inherent 
irony in hor remarks when she wi'ote ; 

“ The millions in Britain who from experience do not 
truk Conservative promises any more than do the Indians, 
felt satished for the first time that a genuine, and indeed 
generous attempt bad been made to meet the aspirations of 
the Indian people. The sense of guilt felt by the great 
majority of the British people over the treatment of India 
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ms removed. Until the Mlvive of the Ovimis Mission, they 
had been sceptical abont the conmmnal diil'ei-er.ecs in Tmliii, 
suspecting that they were exaggerated by the Uonsorvativos 
as an excuse for their do-nothing policy. Now they rc-alised 
that the racial and religious diOionlties were ronl. They saw 
that the first step towards a solution of the problem must be 
agreement among the Indiana themselves.” ^ 

Fourthly, we have already seen what happened to Sir 
Stafford Oripps. But even worse than his political ''decline 
in Britain was the moral discredit he brought upon himself 
in India — not so much by his failure, as by his snbseqaenl 
conduct, when he began to mouth all the diehard phrases 
which he had spent a life-time in condemning. The measure 
of Oripps's ignominy hr Indian oyes was foil when even his 
friend and admirer Nehru dubbed him ‘‘The Devil’s 
Advocate. ” There is indeed more point in that description 
than even Nehru himself seems to have realised then! 


CHAPTER XXI 

HIS FINEST HOUR 

■WHATEVER view one may take of the Cripps Mission — 
whether we call it a political failure of Oripps or a strategic 
success of Churchill, — it cannot be denied that it bad a 
decisive psychological effect upon the British Government. 

The Whitehall view was that it had done its level best 
to solve the Indian deadlock and that it bad establisheu its 
hona flies in the eyes of the world. It could now proceed 
with a clean conscience and a firm hand to deal with the 
aftermath of the Cripps Mission. No doubt it would still 
1 CH^—AdvoeaU and Bald p. ISl 
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be neeeeaary to eonviiie© the world that the respoTiaibility of 
its bvealctiowu — ami also of flie ahowdowii which sradually 
Ijejian to loom l!U'ij:o on the horixon — rested entirely with 
the Oongrtwa leaders und specially Gandhi. But that would 
he an easy thing when alt the channels of propaganda were 
controlled by Government aiid the voice of India could not 
reach the outside world — cannot often be heard even in 
India 1 There has never been any pretence that censorship 
in this sountry has anything to do with the war as such. 
Its character is Iraiilcly political, not military, 

Chvirchill on his part must have recalled all the warn-, 
ings he had given in the previous decade against the policy 
of “appeasement" in India, which he himself was compelled 
to follow for tho time being nndor the stre.ss of war in the 
Kast. “ It i.s never possible, ” ho had said in lilill, "to make 
concessions to Griontids when they think you are weak on 
are afraid (»f thcin* It thoy once think they have got you at 
a disadvantage, all their mooilB become violent, concessiotiH 
are treated as valueless, and necessary acts of civil reprossiou 
often add fuel to the flutnoH.” * " 'i’ho truth is that Gandhi- 
isiu and all it stands for Will, sooner or later, have to bd 
grapplfld witlr and tliVally cfn.shed. It is no nso trying to 
satisfy a tiger by feeding him with cat’s-meat ” “—of the 
Oripps Mission ! Now that the Indians had rejected what 
was given, “ What you cannot give, refuse and use youx 
povyer, which is aiiiplo, to sustain your deoision ! ” ® 

; The international situation after the , middle of 194g 
was also not so catastrophic as it seemed four months before. 
The tide of Japajwse conquest had exhausted itself and the 
moftsoon had; brought about a oessation of flghhng; The 
Japs would ho too busy for a long time in cbnsolidatihg their 
hold oyer Malaya and Burma to be an imminent menace to 
Hldi-a pi>, 70-:6 ■ 3 Ibid pp. 46-7;- . 

, , ' 3 jViwto tij’ evidence; MrA OiimMiUeo m Imlian !?«■ 

■;.:/'/w;wiit'p.-,1807 1 
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* India. The Germans on their part wore locked in a morltil 
combat with Russia, who had proved during the foregoing 
twelve months her capacity to resist and stall the Nazi drive 
to the East. India was no longer in danger of being the 
meeting-ground of the Japs and the Germans. India could he 
dealt with again as au internal, domestic problem isolated 
from the current of iuternational events. 

We have seen that Cripps himself took the lead in his 
speeches in the Commons and his prononneements addressed 
to America — his anxiety to absolve himself in American eyes 
is amnsingl — in foisting all the blame for his failure on 
Gandhi. And when soon after his departure from India, the 
latter began to talk of the complete and irrevocable with- 
drawal of Britain from India as the only solution of the Indian 
problem, it was easy to paint the Mahatma as a potential 
Petain. It was easy to pick up passages from his numerous 
writings in the Ilarfjan and to distort them so as to convey 
the impression that ho was out to placate Japan vegardloss 
of all consequeneea to the Allied cause. Had he not in his 
great-hearted simplicity exprossod a desire to Jly to Tokyo 
to plead with Tojo ? Wm ha not asking the British to quit 
India ? Was he not protesting even against tho preswco of 
American troops on Indian soil ? 

It is only a short step from being a defeatist to becom- 
ing a Fifth Columnist, and no accusation was more damning 
in 1942 than to say of a person or an institution that he or 
it was Fifth Columnist ! It is always a good policy to give a 
dog a bad name before hanging it. And as Gandhi began 
to develop and propagate the “Quit India” demand — and 
in that process to amend and revise it, so as not to prejudice 
the Allied cause in the least — the Big Berthas of British 
propaganda and the pea-shooters of Anglo-India swung into 
action against the Mahatma and the Indian National Congress. 

It was suggested that men like Nehru and Aaad were 
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helpless aifaiiisfc Gaiulhi ami thal. the latter was spreading his 
defeatist virus in the Congress rank and iilo and traiialor- 
niing it into the higgcst Fifth Oolnmu organisation in the 
world. The Congress, which was anti-Fascist from the very 
birth o£ Fascism, had become pro-Fascisl overnight because 
the Jap stood on India’s frontier! The Congress, which 
wanted to arm the entire country so as to resist the enemy, 
was being accused of aiding and abetting his invasion 1 

This is not the place to discuss the Quit India resolution 
passed by the All-India Congress Committee on August 8, 
1942, or the disturbances which followed after the arrest of 
Qandhi and tho Congress loaders, but hefore the movement 
was launched. Suflice it to say that those disturbances were 
of an unparalleled magnitude in tho modern history of India 
and that they shook this country from end to end as by an 
earthquake. 

The following figures lakcu from ollioial sources £oi the 
period onding Peoemher 111 , 1942, tell their own tale : 
Persons urrosted— 00,229. Persons detained under Dofonco 
lUiles without trial— 1 8,000. Persons killed by police or 
military firing — 940. Persons injured due to police or 
mililalV firing — 16110. It was also ollloialiy revealed that 
during the some period the military had to bo called out 
in about 60 places, thal the police had to resort to firing on 
about fills occasions and that planes were used in five places 
to disperse the ci'Owds by machine-gunning from the air ! 

What concerns ns here is neither the “ Quit India ” 
demand of Gandhi nor its sanguinary consequences, but the 
reactions they had upon Churchill’s mind. Once the die 
was cast, it was natural that Churchill should have heartily 
welcomed the showdown. It presented him with a timoly op- 
portunity of putting into practice what he hftd preached for 
the previous thirteen years, of solving the Indian problem 
once for all by crushing Gandhi-ism and all it stood for. 
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Indeed, it was oxtreraoly lorliinate tliat it wia fiiven t(.> 
himself to cvoss swords with Gandhi — if such a thint; could 
he possible with the non-violent 'Mnliatina 1 All the fiHlUinfJ! 
spirit of the MarlLoronghs must have been roused in him. 
Hitler, Mussolini, Tojo — and Gandhi ! Come one, come all. 
Forsooth, as far as India was concerned, it was Churchill’s 
finest hour. 

One can understand all this. Not only that but one 
can even pnt oneself under Churchill’s skin and syin'pathise 
with him. After all, what else could one do with the hnlf- 
naked fakir and his half-baked followers, except pnt them 
out of harm’s way ? From the earliest dawn of history 
authority has been faced with the same problem whenever 
rebels raised their heads against law. order and the powers 
that be. Of course, the mothods of disposing them have 
varied all the way from the Cioss to tho Concentration ('anii». 
In keeping with its civilized traditions, Ihe Briiish Govern- 
ment merely “ interned Gandhi nnd other principal leaders 
under conditions of the highest comfort and consideration.” 
How it dealt with tho rank and file is another malter. 

But all this was to bo expected — tho volcanic outlrarst 
of mass violenco as also the organised “ leonine vlorenco ” 
of a Government which was faced with a threat to its very 
existence. The underlings and inyrmidions of Government 
always exhibit themselves in their worst colours in crises 
like this. But what was neither expected then nor can be 
understood even now, after the lapse of so much time, is 
the review of tho Indian situation which Churchill gave ip 
the House of Commons on September 10, 194:2, which turned 
out to he the first comr rehensive statement ho madtfon 
India since becoming the Prime Minister. 

It was a revealing performance. It conclusively proved 
that India and particularly the Indian National Congress 
remained as much a blind-spot of Churchill as ever, pace 
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Vincent Shoean. Ah Prime Winisler, Phiu-cliill save exprcB- 
aion 1 . 1 ) all liiH violent. prejiuHces and elieap jibes as lie 
was wont, to do ilnrin£» the UiirtioH, as a freelance nieiulior 
of the (lojninoiiH. lie had learnt notliii a and nnlearnt 
nolliinj). Listen to this " hasic data ” with which he regaled 
the House; “ The Indian Congi*csa Party does not repre- 
sent all India. It doo,s not represent the majority of tho 
people of India, It; does not even represent the Hindu 
masses.* It is a political organisation built around a party 
machine and sustained by certain manufacturing and finan- 
cial interests. 

“ Outside that party and fundamentally opposed to it 
are 90 niilllon Muslima in British India, who have their 
rights of .self-expi-esaion, 50 million depressed classes or nn- 
tonchahloH, ns they are called, beoanso they are supposed 
to defile their ITiiulu co-religioniHis liy their presence oi* 
their shadow, and il.l million subjects of the Princes of India 
with whom we aro hound by treaty. In all, there arc a.'i.'l 
millions in thoHe largo groupings alono out of the .‘5!)0 mil- 
lions in all India. This takes no account of tho lurjo ele- 
ments among tho Ifindna, the Hiklis and Christians in Tlrilish 
India -iMio deplore tho present policy of the Oongress I’arly. 
It is neeesHnry that these main facts should not ho overlooked 
here or ahro.id, because no approoialion of the Indian prob- 
lem or of the rel.ations between Indio and lli’itain is possible 
without recognition of these basic data.” 

This Churchillian arithmetic is not likely to surprise 
the reader of this book and I shall therefore only quote here 
the following comment made by tho Givil and Military 
Qasette of Iiahore, which is the most rightist among the 
Brill sh-ownecl papers in India; “It is merely fatuous 
casuistry to seek to lower the prestige of the Congress by 
subtracting from India’s myriads the millions, who do not 
owe allegiance to this organisation, and displaying the re- 
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^ inaining few as Iho possible Congress mlhorents. To the 
DO million Mnslims, the 50 millioji untouchables and the 95 
million state subiects whom he counted tw non-CongreaBiaen, 
Mr. Churchill might have added 200 million who are 
politically un%wakened, and thus have had the satisfactio]! 
of proving that the Congress has a following of minus 45 
million — and the utter futility of his own outlook on India 1 ” 
It is on the basis of this fatuoris casuistry that Churchill 
has been governing India during four moat momentops years 
of history ! 

Chnvehill then described how criminal the Congress 
had become: “The •Congress Party has now abandoned the 
polioy in many respects of non-^iolence and has come into 
the open as a revolutionary movement, designed to paralyse 
communications and generally to promote diaoi'der, looting 
of shops and sporadic attacks upon the Indian police aoconi- 
panied from time to time by revolting atrocities— the whole 
having intention, or at any rate effect, of hampering the 
defence of India against tho Japanese invader. 

“ It may well be that these activities havo beon nitliHl by 
Japanese Fifth Column wox'k on a widely extended scale 
and with a special direction to strategic points. It is note- 
worthy, for inslanco, that communications of the Indian 
forces defending Bengal on the Assam frontier have been 
specially attacked. In these circumstances the Viceroy and 
the Government of India with the unanimous support of the 
Viceroy’s Council, the great majority of which are Indians 
— -patriotic and wise men — have felt it necessary to proclaim 
and suppress the central and provincial organs of this associ- 
ation, which has hccomc committed to hostile and criminal 
courses.” 

After having demonstrated to his own satisfaction and 
presumably to that of his audience, in view of the cheers 
with which *his speech was punctuated, how (1) insigni* 
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floant, (2) non-representative and 05) criminal the Congress 
•was, Churchill proceeded to dwell upon its “ powerlessness 
to throw into confusion the normal peaceful life of India ” : 
“ So far ns matters have gone up to the present, they have 
revealed the impotence of the Congress Party iSither to sub- 
due or even to sway the Indian army, to draw from their 
duty the enormous body of Indian officials or, still less, to 
stir the vast Indian masses. 

** I^dia is a continent almost as large and actnally more 
populous than Europe and divided by racial, and above all, 
religious differences far deepeir than any that have separated 
the Europeans. All public services are working. In five 
provinces, Ministers responsible to their Legislature stand at 
their post The Congress conspiracy against communica- 

tions is breaking down. Acts of pillage and arson are being 
repressed and being punished witlr an inoredibly small loss 
of life. Less than .'iOO persons have been killed......” 

IncrediUi/ small loss of life ! Loss than 500 persons have 
horn /«7W/ Don’t rub your eyes. Yes, It •was the Prime 
Minister of Britain and one of the chief leaders of the war 
fttP freedom and democracy, who uttered these words on Sep- 
tember* 10, 1943, in the Mothiep of Pavliamehts. Those killed 
persons were not Germans or Italians or Japs but: Indians, 
citizens of the British Empire, normally peaceful Civiliahs, 
who were misled and inflamed into doing violent acts — ^^or, 
, ns was more often the ease, merely into joining unlawfnl 
aSsCmblies-^by the passions of the moment, and in the 
abSence-Cf their leaders, who: were suddenly put behind 
prison bars. 

; * In law they might have been criminals and rebels 
deserying the :e:direme pehaity, . Btiia person of the stand-, 
ing and in the position of Churchill should ha-ve looked 
beneath the surface, into ;thb backgrbUu Of those tragic 
events aUd bewailed the loss of c'yerY Singlblife ais an^ 
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t dible blunder of sttitoainanHliip. As Ibc' Mawities^li'v (luar- 
dinn wrole while conmientiiig ou the aiioeub : “ The alevn 
ineasni'os wliicb have evidenlly boon hiiucOHafnl art* not a pari 
of a policy, bnl arose from the failure of a policy. ” Five 
hundred persona killed v/ithin one month ! This is exactly 
fonv times the casualties in killed suffercil per month on an 
average by the Indian Army during the lirst four years of the 
war against the Axis.^ Comparisons may ho odious hut 
sometimea they are unavoidable. Incredibly sinall loss of 
life, indeed ! 

The Prime Minister began hia statement with the assu- 
rance that “ the course of events in India has been improving 
and is on the whole reassuring.’' He also onded it on the 
same note: “I, therefore, feel entitled to report to the 
House that the situation in India :it this moiuout gives 
no cause for nnduo despondency or alarm.” lUil just 
before this concluding remark bo observed, as if to reinsure 
his reassurance: “I may tidd that largo rcinforceitienla 
have reached India and that Iho number of while soldiora 
now in that counti'y, although very Binall compared will: ita 
size and population, arc larger than at any time in tho 
British connection.” So it all boiled down to this 1 ^ 

In an atavistic throwback, Prime Minister Churchill 
suddenly drew the sword which Lieutenant Churchill had 
sheathed long ago. Churchill had always taken pride in the 
fact that the British troops in India had never to be em- 
ployed in the quelling of disturbances.® When they had 
been so used at Amritsar in 1919, be had unhesitatingly 
condemned the incident as being “ not the British way of 
doing business.” * 

1 tEhe total oaBoaltieS In killed amount to 6,012 in four years, as 
aunounoed by Oburohill on April 4, 1044, In the Commons. 

2 See Min. pp. 43, 78, 122, also Ml'iMet of Mnt C'onvmittac im 
Zndiwf thnalttutUml Ji^om p, 1807 
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*' 'I’lion* irf 110 111 ‘Otl for foolibli piinio, or Itilk of its being-, 
nofosaiiry to iiroilui’t) II aituution like Unit aL Jalliauwalkib 
n.igh in order to auvo indiii. On the oonlrary, as we con- 
letni>lalo llio groat pliyhical fol•co.^ ami tlic power at the 
disposal of tlio Ibiliak (JovernraouL in their relations with 
the iialivo |iO[mlalion oC Indio, wo ought to remember — as a 
Avarning — the words of Maoaulay on an earlier period: Aiid 
then was seen what we hcUevefohe the most frightful of all 
SjSt chicles, the strmgth of ciuiUmtion toithout its mercy 

On yeptember 10, 1942, Churchill had forgotten Ma- 
caula5'’s Awaniing as also hia own oft-expressed revulsion of 
the use of the army in civil allnirs. Now he showed as if 
the army Avas the only sanction behind British rule in India, 
the ullimalo guarantee of its continuation, the naked proof 
that the situation Avould bo keiit under control. Not 
consent, let alone the co-operation of the governed, but 
iho “nuuilK'C of Avlnto soldiers now in that conulry — lorgex- 
than at any time in iho llrllish connection,” Avas wliat 
wuiLtered really. Ohtirohlll oven forgot that those largo 
roinforcemeuts of Avhite soldiers had reached fndia not to 
hold down that oonnlry for Britain in the name of law and 
oriler, but to Gght the Japs for the sake of liberty and 
demoCTiioy I 

But Ajvby Was it only a slip of the tongue or 

did Churchill porchanco inclutlo the number of white 
American soldiers, Avho Avere then present in India, too, in 
his compulation ? A. critical reader of Churchill will find 
that he has always used the Avords “Bi'itlsh troops” or 
“British soldiers ” when he meant them as such. This \raa 
the first occasion when he revealingly used the words 
“ white troops ”. And sneo enotrgh, this Avas the very first 
occasion in history when American troops were present in 
India. At any rate, Roosevelt did not fail to notice the sini- 
1 India p. 26 
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r ater implication of this remark and ho promptly made it 
clear: “Nobody in India or anywhore olae in Asia will 
misunderstand the presence of American armed forces if 
they will believe, as we do, that thoir job is to assure 
the defeat of Japan, without which there con bo no oppor- 
tunity for any of us to enjoy and expand the freedoms for 
which we fight.” 

And BO, since September 1942, the Indian situation has 
been well in hand — in British hand ! As Lin Yntang^ wrote : 
“ The handling of the problem of India is merely a symptom 
of the failure to I'ecognise the issue of Freedom versus 
Empire, of general spiritual unpreparedness and the belief 
that, resentmentt fear and hatred do not matter so long as 
*' the situation is well in hand.” Which simply means that 
rioters can be quelled by riot squads and which is exactly 
Hitler’s way of thinking. We may be quite sure that after 
the war, the situation will be even better in hand, while the 
reasons for denying India freedom will remain just as valid.” 

Though he has scrupulously avoided referring to it, 
Ohurohill, will nevertheless have to admit that the situation 
went slightly out of hand in the lattor half of 1942, when an 
unprecedented famine in Bengal gathered about two ^nillion 
people to their forefathers, drove countless more to utter 
destitution, sent innumerable women to brothels and sapped 
the very life-force of the province for generations to come. 
The famine of 1943 has thrown into shade even its terrible 
predecessor of 1770, about which Macaulay wrote in such 
flesh-creeping phrases in his essay on Robert Olive. Churchill 
must surely bo remembering the latter, even if he has bad 
no time to attend to the former due to bis numerous pre- 
occupations. 

The ghastly reality of the 1943 Bengal famine is still 
a raw and gaping wound on the body politic of India. It 
has forever belied the myth ‘of a benevolent, omnipotent 
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bnreauci'acy, a niyUi in -which Ohurohill has always reposed ' 
a blind belief. The -alter incompelenco of the biircaucraoy 
now reeks to high heaven. “The appaiatns of Government 
in India,” wrote Churchill in hia Memorandum to the Joint 
Select Committee, “ is incomparably more important to the 
masses than political change. Peace, justice, hygiene and 
scientific development form the sole foundation whereby 
not only the well-being and progress, but even the very 
existence of scores of million of Indians depends.” 

Tfiat apparatus stands discredited for all time now. It 
can maintain law and order with the policeman’s lathi and 
occasionally the soldier’s rifile, or even the airman’s machine- 
gun, but it cannot provide a handful of rice for the dying. 
There has been a major governmental failure in this country 
over an elementary responsibility and it is not merely dis- 
ingeutrouB but heartless of the British Government to deny 
responsibility for it, as Amery has done. ISven when the 
Btroets of the first city of India and the second city of the 
Empire wore littered with corpses, censorship prevented all 
rofbrencoB to tho famine from reaching the foreign press. 
But when at last ihe groans of tho dying did roach the 
world, the stork horror of it all provoked caustic comments 
from ftir and near. 

Senator James M. Mead of New York who visited India 
in 19d3, was shocked that at tho time when thousands ol 
shivering people lay on the sidewalks of Calcutta, the 
authorities were.still devoting precious space in freight cars 
to race horses en route for the Calcutta Gold Cup 1 India 
made him angrier-. than anything else bo saw during his 
45,000-mile trip. The New Statesman And Nation declared 
that “ it is impossible to read the story of the famine with- 
out the sense that this tragedy has passed judgment on our 
rule in India.” And though Churchill was iu no way 
directly responsible for it, it passed a judgment on him, 
too, morally speaking. 

13 
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T*or he ia not merely at the heatl o£ that rule, hut has 
always been its most vigorous champion. Ho has arrogated 
on behalf of the British Parliament the rospousibility for the 
welfare of India’s teeming millions. He has backed the 
bureaucracy as their saviour from the selfish intelligentsia 
and schoming politicians of India. He has placed material 
welfare of the masses before their political progress. He 
has maintained that good government was better than self- 
government as far as India was concerned. He has always 
stood by the doctrine of Britain’s trusteeship over India. 

Indeed, it con even be said that Ohurohill’S responsi- 
bility for the holocaust of the famine is more than moral. 
He is responsible not meroly beoanso he happened to be 
the head of a Government, which conid not prevent its 
citizens dying like flies. He is responsible before the bar 
of history in a more direct and personal manner. 

Years ago, he had used the terribly low standard of 
living in India as an argument against the grant of self- 
government. During the debate on tho Qovovnment of 
India Act, ha had summoned the hundred million souls, 
whom Petas Britannica had called into being, aS his witnesses 
against the reforms. Alone amdng British and even rindian 
statesmen, he showed the prophetic insight to anticipate tho 
1943 famine as long ago as 1935, as the following extracts 
from his Speech show ; 

“India is a oountey, almost a continent, which res- 
ponded to the infiuenoe of British peace, order and justice, 
and all the applications of modern science, only by an 
iuorease of population. There has been a tremendous 
increase of population there. New wealth, new food, new 
facilities for locomotion, new hygiene, new canals, impro- 
vements in forestry and agriculture have not made the Indian 
maases better off. They have only brought into being in 
the last fifty years 100,000,000 more souls in India. A 
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gigantic popnlation has remained, on the whole, at a very- 
low level of litiman snbsistence, but has become much 
more numerous. 

“ Such a vast helpless mass requires extra British 
guidance, higher cfQoioncy of Government, more British 
civil servants and a strioler and more vigorous administra- 
tion in all technioal matters. All you offer them are liberal 
formulas, administrative relaxation and decline. The huge 
machine of Indian Government is to be allowed to slow 
down, just at the time when the inhabitants of India have 
multiplied far beyond the limits of their basic food supply, 
just at the time when they require, above all things, a far 
higher measure of disinterested and onlightend autocracy. 

“ Just at that time you offer this bouquet of faded 
fiowors of Victorian Liberalism, which, however admirable 
in themselves, have nothing to do with Asia, and are being 
universally derided and discorded throughout the continent 
of Europe. For this bouquet they have to pay a heavy price. 
Monoy raised by taxes in India, which liko the salt tax. 
draw exactions from tho poorest of the poor, from people 
whose poverty is inconceivable even to the poorest of the 
poor imthis country, — this money is needed and its exaction 
is only justified if it is used for hospitals, for plague preven- 
tion, for technical education, for improved irrigation and 
other modern apparatus. 

“ Only in this way can a population which is one- sixth 
of the human race be kept at its present artificial level of 
numbers. In the standard of life they have nothing to sjaare. 
The slightest fall f rom the siresent standard cf life in India 
means slow starvation, and the actual squeezing out of life, 
not only of millions hut of scores cf millions qfpeoiile, who 
have come into the world at your invitation and under the 
shield and protection of British power 

1 Hansard Vol. 302, ook. 19S0-21 
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Ohxwchill thus stands convicted out of his own month 
for his Government’s failure to prevent the death of 
hundreds of thousands of Indians, who had come into 
the world at Britain's invitation and under the shield and 
protection of British power. He cannot say that he was 
not forewarned ! 


CHAPTER XXII 
GANDHI AND eHUReHILL 

Garthage must he destroyed ! 

— Oato 

(Second Oentury B. 0.) 

Handhi-ism must he erusJied I 

— OHUROHir-T* 
(Twentieth Centnvy A. B.) 

IN Ohurohill’s famous portrait-gallery of Great Contmi- 
^(yraHes, there is one portrait missing. Kings and com- 
moners, soldiers and dictators, savants and statesnfen — all 
rub shouldors in the pages of his book. All receive his 
critical appraisal for their individual achievements and also 
as the representatives of the age in which they lived. None 
he judges too harshly ; even for Hitler he has a word~in 
fact, several words — of tribute. 

But there is no room in this gallery for one of his 
greatest contemporaries, for one who will go down in history 
as one of the noblest figures of all times. Perhaps this is 
not to he wondered at considering that Mahatma Gandhi is 
no mote the representative of his age than Jesus Ohrist was 
of his. On the contrary, he is the challenge to the age in 
which he is born — to its materialism and its greed, its indns- 
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trial civilization and its pov?er politics, its exploitation and its 
wars. The Mahatma is one of the most complicated figures of 
history. He is a politician as well as a saint, a doer as well 
as a dreamer, a fighter as well as a philosopher. His own 
spirit exalted above human wants and weaknesses, he can 
yet visualise God Almighty in a bowl of rice. “ Before the 
hungry, ” Gandhi wrote in 1921, “ even God dare not appear 
except in the shape of bread. ” He is a cross between St. 
Franci^ of Assisi and George Washington thrown against the 
background of the twentieth century. 

Above all, Gandhi is the biggest challenge to the British 
Empire — the Empire which Churchill has vowed to hold, 
the Empire which he will not liquidate as long as he remains 
the first minister of the King. Gandhi is thus a challenge 
to Churchill — ideologically a bigger challenge than Hiller, 
Mussolini and Tojo combined over were. It is conceivable that 
under certain circumstances British Imperialism could have 
come to aii understanding with the Fascist powers, as in fact 
it tried its Munich best to do under the guidance of Chamber- 
lain and the Cliveden Set. It is notoi'ions that Hitler always 
professed himself to be a good friend of the British Empire 
and was anxious to guarantee its integrity, if only Britain 
allowed him a free hand in Europe. He has put it on 
permanent record in his ibfem “ I as a German 

greatly prefer to see India under British Government than 
under any other,” 

flhnrchill may have had this reassurance in his; mind 
wheh he wrote his famous essay on Hitler in 1935 : ‘‘The 
story of Hitler’s struggle cannot be read withont admiratioh : 
for*the couragej the perseverance, and the vital force VwMc^^ 
enabled him to challenge, defy, conciliate, or Gverbbme, all 
the authorities or resistance which ' barred Ms path,, 
Those who have- met Herr Hitler face tp; face in pttblic 
hnsihess or on social terms have foundva highly coinpe- 
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'‘ten!., cool, well-informed functionary with an agreeable 
manner, a disarming smile, and few have been unaffected by 
a subtle personal magnetism.” ^ Better Imown than this 
appreciation of Hitler is Oburchill’a panegyric of Mussolini: 

“ I could not help being charmed like so many other 
people have been, by Signor Mussolini’s gentle and simple 
bearing and by his calm, dotached poise in spite of so many 
burdens and dangers. Secondly, anyone could see that 
he thought of nothing but the lasting good, as he unilerstood 
it, of the Italian people and that no lesser interest was of 
the slightest consequence to bim.” In fairness to Ohurchill, 
I must add here that he has lately lost this admiration for 
the Fuerber and the ex-Duce. Now Hitler in his eyes is 
“a monster of wickedness ” and a ** bloodthirsty guttersnipe,” 
while Mussolini is tbo termer’s lackey and jackal, “the 
crafty, cold-blooded, black-hearted Italian who sought to 
gain an empire on the cheap.” 

The whirligig of time brings on Strange revenge I 

Begarding (jlandhi, however, Oburohill nevoi* bad any 
delusions. Instinctively be bad realised long ago that it 
were not the Fascist dictators reeking with pride and power, 
but the frail figure of Gandhi with his terrible humility 
who constituted the real challenge to the British Empire, 
to all what that Empire stood for, to Ohurchill himself. 

After all, there was much in common between the 
diotatoTB and Churchill, between Fascism and Imperialism, 
while Gandhi lived in a world apart. The former demanded 
only lel&mraum, a place in the sun, while the latter desired, 
in effect, that the British should shut up themselves in 
their little island, that the sun should finally set overthe 
British Empire. Ohurchill could give a reply in kind, and 
with compound interest, to "the rifies, the cannon, the 
tanks, the poison-gas cylinders, the aeroplanes, the sub- 

1 dfeefi C^mtemporavics 227 and 230 (Iteprint Sooiety Edition.) 
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marines and the fleet,” ^ which were flowing from the* 
arsenals and factories of Hitler and Mussolini. 

Bat he had no answer to Gandhi’s ridiculons philosophy 
of Satyaffraha, of turning the left cheek to him who had 
struck the right, of trying to conquer one’s enemies hy love, 
of standing four- square and on all occasions for truth. 
What is trnth ? — asked Jesting Pilate long ago. Surely, 
thinks Winston Churchill, it can’t be translated in terms 
of the Jiquidation of the British Empire ! 

Years before Britain had stopped her appeasement of 
Hitler, long before Churchill had lost his admiration for 
Mussolini, as long ago as 1931, he had realised that “Gandhi 
has become the symbol and the almost god-like champion 
of all those forces which are now working for our ex- 
trusion from India.”® Even then he would not have any 
truck with that “malignant subversive fanatic.” During 
the course of the Qandhi-Irwin negotiations he thundered s 
*'i am against this surrender to Gandhi. I am against 
these conversations and agreements between Lord Irwin 
and Mr. Gandhi. Qandlii stands for the expulsion of 
Britain from India. Gandhi stands for the iiermahont 
exclusion of British trade from India.... ..You will never be 

able to come to terms with Gandhi.”*' Ohurohill was not 
content 01 ^ with making the diagnosis. With pi*ophetie 
prescience he also presciibed the remedy — the remedy which, 
he, was to apply with his own liands eleven years later/tyhen 
Gandhi did at last deliver jthe ultimatixm to Britain to 
quit India: ‘‘The truth is that Gandhi-ism and all it stands 
for will have to be grappled with hnd finally crushedi’’ 
vAnd this has been the burden of Churehill’s song 
on India, the unrelenting refrain which has marked all 
„ his utterances since 1930. Gandhi-mn rrntst be crushed! 

years ago Marcus Porcius Cato ‘was, 

; : ■ p. 231 h; 2 India 106 ' 3 p, ISO 
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*oneofthe deputies aont to ai'bitrate between Cai'thago and 
Nnmidia. During bis visit ho was so struck by Carthagian 
prosperity that he was convinced that the security of Romo 
depended on the annihilation of Carthage. From that time, 
history records, in season and out of season, he kept repeat* 
ing the cry Delenda est CViriAapo— Carthage must be destroy, 
ed ! — Carthage must be ci'ushed ! That is the only parallel 
one can find to Ohnrchill’s war-cry. 

Cato and Churchill. The former lived in lhe.socond 
century before Christ and the latter belongs to the twentieth 
century after Christ. Yet how much is common between 
them I Both are great figures, sterling patriots, with a 
record' of matchless service to their countries. Cato typified 
the Roman character as Churchill does the British. Cato 
was the champion of the Roman Empire as Churchill is of 
the British. Almost the lost public act of tho former was 
to urge his countrymen to tho Third Punic War. Tho latter 
is actually at tho head of his countrymen in fighting the 
Hecond World War. Cato did not live to boo Carlhago destroy- 
ed, while Churchill has the supreme satisfaction of oxoculing 
hia dire sentence upon Oandhl-ism with his own hands. 

Cato, nevortheless, had at least visited Carthage attd seen 
its power and splendour, had satisfied himself with personal 
observation that its military might did constitnt#a threat to 
Rome. Churchill, on the other hand, has never met Gandhi 
face to face, though the latter’s visit to England during the 
Second Round Table Conference had given him an oppor- 
tunity to do BO. There are various versions current about tho 
Churohill-Gandhi meeting which did not take place then. 
Glorney Bolton in his Tim Ti'age^j qf Gandhi write? in 
connection with this ; 

“Apart from heart-to-heart talks with British delegates, 
Mr. Gandhi sought heart-to-heart talks with the men whom 
he judged to he his most powerful adversaries — Mr,. Winston 
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Ohnrcliill, Loi'd Kothevniere and Lord Beaverbroolc. They'* 
had not attempted to meet him, thotiph he was sure that if 
only he could talk with them alone, they would understand 
his point of view. One day, as he was about to leave the 
Palace, a visiting card was brought to him. It was from Mr. 
Bandolph Churchill. Mr. Gandhi almost ran to greet him, 
and he bore as gently as he could the discovery that Mr. 
Bandolph Churchill had come, not as his father's emissary, 
but on^a jonrnalihtic errand.”^ 

Another version was given by the Bombay Chronicle in 
its leading article of January 26, 1944 : 

“ It may not be known to many that Gandhiji on his 
part at least, had made a serious \oluntary effort to meet 
Mr. Churchill — hut strange and stul to R&y, the latter 
deliberately spurned the opportunity of meeting the latter 
because, presumably, he felt it below his dignity to shake 
hands and converse with the “naked fakir” of India, though 
the King of Croat llritain himaolf had felt tio hesitation in 
inviting the latter to tho Buckingham Palace. The story 
goes that when Oandhiji was in London as an invited 
delegate to tho Hecond Round 'Ihhle Conference in 1930, he 
being anxious to meet tho illustrious Tory leader, proceeded 
to tho^latter’s residenco and sent in his visiting card. 

“ As a result, Mr, Randolph Churchill, the son of Mr. 
Winston Churchill, is reported to have pi’osented himself 
before Gaudhiji and asked the latter what’ he wanted with 
his father. Gandhiji is under-stood to have stated in reply 
that he had no particular business to talk about with Mr. 
Churchill, but that he had fell that it would be a happy 
thing for him if he could meet the great British leader 
peihonally, just as he had met several others. To the astonish- 
ment of Gandhiji, he is reported to have been told by 
Mr. Randolph Churchill that his father was too busy and 
could not see him 1 ” 

1. p. 262 
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A:3 it is not at presout possible to verify the* alleged 
incident from Mahatma Qandhi himself,^ I soiight a clarifica- 
tion from Mr. Devadaa Gandhi, his youngest son and the 
distinguished editor of The Hindustan Times of Delhi, who 
had: accompanied his father to London and can thus speak 
with authority. Ho has kindly allowed me to quote his 
reply here ; 

“ Both the versions are wrong. The second version is 
an absolute fabrication. Bandolph saw Gandhiji aloi^g with 
other journalists, and Gandhiji knew from the beginning 
that he came as a journalist. During the talk With him, 
however, Gandhiji did ask Bandolph to convey his regards 
to Mr. Ohurohill and also to say that he hoped that they 
would meet before he left London. But no occasion fora 
meeting between Gandhiji and Churchill arose aiid that I 
think was due to the fact that Mr. Churchill wanted to avoid 
meeting Gandhiji. I believe that Mr. Ohurohill did 
privately say that he did not care to meet Gandhiji.’* 

That is of con^rse perfectly understandable in view of 
ChurchiU’s temperament. He is a person of strong 
likes and dislikeB. He can hate as heartily as he can 
love, He can be as coldly pitUess as warmly genarbuB. 

: Ih; a moment of illumination, as on the eye of the collapse 
pf I'rance, or, on the morrow of ,Hitler’B invasipn of 
RiiS^a, he can transcend all the limitations of his class 

. • 1, This chapter was obyipualy written before tjie rrieaae of Mabatma 
Oandhi. SubBequentiy I sent the nrs. to Mr- ^yarelal, hia Secretary, for 
-farther .eludidation. I quote his, reply. Whioh can be taken to be the last 
■ WordbfttJie'^igQde.!-''- - 

Oandhiji hoB: gone through the phaptet entitled . " Gbndhi and 
Ohurohill” of your projected hook, Shri Deyadas’s yersion .oi^the 
meetingr.betwees Gandhiji and Gbarohill, -which never Came off, is edh- : 
: : ttantially correct Gandhiji has no iudependeit reoplleption of hia owniv 
'Xwas present at that inter-view between iBondolph and Gandhiji, :and 
my ; recolleotioa of It, which is fairly vivid,: is identical with Shri iJe-va- 
da&eo far as that version gges.*’. ^ 
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and consUlutiion, discard ■without a qualm the prejudices,’ 
professions and passions of a life time. 13nt he can also 
shut his eyes against light, stick even to demonstrably 
perverse opinions with the tenacity of an ichneumon. 

Harold Laski once wrote: “Where Churchill is in- 
terested, he can still learn; but unless he is interested, 
his tendency is to be unsympathetic to a point of view he 
has not learned to share. So that where he is blind, as 
over V^dia, or basically uninterested, as in the problems 
of industrial organisation, he finds it difficult to reorientate 
his mind to a world wholly different from what it was when 
he was forming his basic outlook.” 

How utterly blind Churchill is on India can be rea- 
lised from Yineent Sheean’s testimony (already referred 
to ) regarding Churchill’s refusal in 1935 to speak to his old 
colleagues and friends', if they had boen in favour of even 
the least and most modest constitutional reform in India. 
If Churchill could hehavo so with his own colleagues 
and friends, one can pretty well guess what feelings ho 
must have been entertaining about Gandhi, whom he con- 
siders the /ons etorigo of all tho mischief in India for the 
last tvwnty-flvo years. 

The spectacle of this “malignant subversive fanatic” 
striding half-naked up the steps of the Viceregal Palace 
not only alarmed but “nauseated” him, by his own 
confession. It was almost a physical loathing which 
Chm'chill had developed for Gandhi. No wonder he did 
not care to see Gandhi, oven though the latter was extremely 
anxious on his part to meet his adversary face to face. For 
Ga3:]<ihi has put the Biblical injunction to love one’s enemy 
into practice as few men have done since Christ. He thinks 
nothing of abasing himself before those who decry or despise 
him. He is so intrinsically good and just himself that he is 
always confident of evoking a similar response even fi'om 
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•his foes, though he may to find a common approach. 

Lionel Fielden, who camo to India aa Conlrollor of 
Broadcasting ( an office aualogons to that of the Governor of 
tho B. B. C. ) and ran back to Britain before ho could become 
an encrusted bureaucrat, observed after interviewing Gandhi 
a few times~a thing strictly verhoten in official circles 
in India : 

" I doubt whether anyone, unless he has the hide of a 
hippopotamus and the mind of a fossilized Blimp, could fail 
to perceive the goodness of the man, a goodness, may be as 
irritating to politicians as Christ’s was to Pilate, but neverthe- 
less goodness."^ “ The bother about Gandhi aa far as 
Englishmen are concerned,” further remarks Fielden, “ is 
that he makes you feel small, or to put it a little differently, 
he makes you feel that your soul, or your motives if you 
like, may be rather moan and paltry.”"* 

Does such a subconscious thought lurk benoalh Chur- 
chill’s apparent loathing of Gandhi ? Did ho avoid seeing 
him not because he did not caro but because he felt slightly 
uncomfortable, if not afraid, to do so ? — one wonders. For 
Churchill is neithei’ a hippopotamus nor a fossilized Blimp, 
even though to the world’s gaze he prosenls such an cectorior 
on the Indian issue. The dominant improssion left by him 
upon the keenly' sensitive mind of Marshal Chiang Kai-Shek, 
after their very first meeting in Cairo in November, 194.1, 
was that the British Prime Minister was a deeply emo- 
tional man. 

What Chiang did not probably guess was that Churchill 
is also a deeply religious man, though he is content to have 
an aura of cigar-smoke rather than unctuous religiosity 
around his face. Those who have read his books know 
that Churchill, like Chiang Kai-Shek and Gandhi, is a fii’m 
believer in the guidance of Providence, even if he may not 

1. Beggar My NAgUour p. 66 2. p. 67 
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conaoioiTHly acek it ovory day like these two. And thoiiRh"’ 
Ohurcliiirs life has heou spent mostly in tho hurly-burly 
of polities and the din and the slanshtor of war, he has an 
abidins faith in moral rather than physical i’oice. 

Forty-throe years ago, in ono of his earliest speeches 
in the House of Commons, he had declared : “ There is a 
moral force which, as the human race advances, will more 
and more strengthen and protect those nations who enjoy 

it And we shall make a fatal bargain if we allow the 

moral force which this country has so long exerted to 
bbcome diminished, or perhaps destroyed, for the sake of 
costly, trnmpery, dangerous military playthings.” 

Young Churchill hero gave expression to a senliinent 
which old Gandhi may feel proud to echo. But tho trouble 
with Churchill has been that ho has always mixed up this 
moral foroo with tho British Empire 1 In tho same speech, 
between tho two sontonoos qtiotod above, he observed s 
“It is known, alike by peoples and rulors, that upon the 
whole, and it is upon tho whole that wo unisl Judge these 
things, British inlluenco, is a healthy and kindly influonoo, and 
makes for tho general happiness and welfare of mankind.” 

tfandhi’s entire thesis, tho very leaching of his life, is 
that it is nothing of that kind ; that, on the contrary, it is 
destroying a nation of 400 million people physically, 
smothering it spiritually j that for our national regeneration 
better would be anarchy under God than poaco under the 
Union Jack I This conclusion did not come as a sudden revela- 
tion to Gandhi, but was rubbed in upon him daily and hourly 
during twenty years of loyalty to the British Empire, a 
lo^lty which even a Churchill would envy. That is tho 
reason why Gandhi, who was a voluntary stretcher-bearer 
in the Boer War and an honorary reorniting campaigner in 
World War I, has refused to give even moral support to 
the British Empire in World War II I 
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^ Churchill has never bothered to understand this transi- 
tion q£ Gandhi, and, -with Gandhi, of hundreds of millions of 
Indians. He is not even able to ooinprehend that the same 
impulses 'which made the Britishers struggle for their 
Magna Carta, or the Americans to fight for their indepen- 
dence may be at worlr in the breast of Indians. He believes 
that the revolutionary processes of history do not — at least 
should not — ^operate east of Suez, and that the Indian 
masses should be grateful for the dispensation of Providence 
•which has put them under the protection of Britain. 
Churchill has no patience with professional agitators and 
half-nakod fakirs. The ancient Athenians found it easier to 
make Socrates drink a cup of hemlock than to argue with him. 
The present British Government under Churchill has found 
it easier to crush Qandhi-ism than to parley with Gandhi. 

Oandhi-ism is crushed. Gandhi is gagged. Yet even in 
his detention ho remains " o dangerous and uncomfox'table 
enomy, beoanse his body which you can always conquer, 
gives yon so little purchase over his soul.” And so though 
you can dispense with a judicial trial ns far as Gandhi 
himseh is concerned, you must do a little judicious pro- 
paganda to convince the world — perhaps your o-wn con- 
science — that Gandhi-iam had to be crushed to make *lndia 
safe for the war. And on this subject let Lionel Fiolden, who 
ought to know Something about propaganda with his long 
connection with the B. B. 0. and A. 1. H., speak again : 

“British propaganda has scarcely, during this war, come 
up to British standards of fairplay. Gandhi has been deli- 
berately represented as being — and is so imagined by millions 
of decent English folk — anU-British, pro-Jap, the main if 
not the only wrecker of the Oripps proposals, a sabotenf, a 
deliberate instigator of violence, a defeatist. I suppose that 
Pilate, had he possessed the advantages of press and ■wire- 
less, might have thought np similar lines."*’ 

1 im. p. 58 
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Lei ns return to that mcetinc* between Gandhi and 
Churchill— the meeting which did not take place in 19111. 
I have always toyed with the wishful thought of such, 
a meeting botAveen Priino Minister Churchill and his pri- 
soner in the Aga Khan’s Palace in Poona. There is a school 
of historians which holds that the history of the Avorld 
would have changed had Cleopatra’s nose been a little 
longer. I do not follow this school ; much less do 1 hold 
that the course of Indo-British relations would have 
indubitably changed, had such a meeting taken place. 

But there was a sporting chance — more than a sporting 
chance — that the basis of an Indo-British understanding 
would have been arrived at during a heart-to-heart talk 
between Churchill and Gandhi, might be arrived at even 
now. At any rate a Ohurchill-Gandhi meeting would 
become as historic as the meeting between Alexander 
and Diogenes, One day the King of Maccdon prcaonted 
himself before the famous cynic and said, “I am Alexander.” 
" Well,” replied tho master of the tub, “ and I am Diogenes.” 
Alexander was slightly lakon aback by the response but, 
assuming his most affable manner, asked the philosophor if 
he conjd render him 'any service. Pal came the retort, 
“ Yes; get out of my sun.” 

Kow Gandhi has already asked Rrilain to quit India, 
to get out of his sun, but I am sure he would welcome 
Churchill with open arms. He would pul him instantly 
and completely at ease. He would shield him from the 
Indian sun. Probably he would not talk politics at all but 
discuss Churchill’s well-known hobbies, bricklaying and 
painting. For Gandhi, too, is nuts on his hobbies. Then 
perhaps they would swap reminiscences of Charlie Chaplin 
( Who is Ghaplin ? — asked Gandhi when the former ex- 
pressed a desire to see him 0 and Jan Christian Smuts, for 
whom Gandhi had sewed a pair of sandals with his own 
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handfl when he was Ms prisoner in South Africa. Ohnrchill 
■wonH tell with a chiiclde how Lotiis Botha caught him 
in the Boer War and how he gave a slip to his oaptors 
one night. 

And so the conversation would flow on and Churchill 
would talk of his anxiety to win the war as early as 
possible — to gain the last and greatest victory of his life. 
“That is my sole aim and ambition, in my life, Mr. Qandh!, as 
I said in my very first speech in Parliament after beeoming 
the Prime Minister.” Gandhi would say he cares more for 
troth than for victory or for anything else. Truth and 
non-violehce. Personally ho had confessed to Himalayan 
blunders and voluntarily accepted grievous failures in the 
pnrsuit of truth. He would quote the auciont Sanskrit 
saying that there is no greater religion in the world than 
truth, though in the history of the world 

Truth for ever on the scaffold. 

Wrong for ever -on the throne, 

Tet that scaffold sways the future, 

And behind the dim unknown, 

Standeth God within the shadow. 

Keeping watch above His own. 

“Truth is the only victory I care for, Mr. Ohurohill,P 
Gandhi would say warming up to his theme. “I care for 
no other triumph but the triumph of truth.” Did not St. 
Augustine write long ago; “Victories come bloody, deadly 
vain if men set out to be conquerors of the world, when In 
reality they are the slaves of vice; when if they conquer, 
they betray themselves; regarding victory as an end in 
itself.” 

“Was not that conclusion borne irresistibly upon you, 
Mr. Churchill, during the uneasy era between the two world 
wars ? Did you not yourself writ^, as you contemplated 
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in tranqnillity fcho leagona o£ World War I that ‘the shadow* 
of victory is d isilluaion ? ’ ^ Is not a yroater disillnsion in 
store for the world when once ayain yon emerge victorious 
out of the present Armageddon — unless yon have assured 
yourself that your victory is not the victory only of might 
but also of right. 

“Beware, Mr. Churchill, of slipping once again into 
‘the rough, dark, sour and chilly waters’ from which you 
have extricated the western world with such superhuman 
efforts. Beware, lest the waters finally close over the heads 
of the victors as well as the vanquished.” 


CHAPTER XXin 

THE GRAND UPHOLDER 

" /« thore any ollm' country in the tcortd tohich ivould 
tamely mfmit to bepusJied out of its Hyhta and duties in the 
East/ Would Fiunce he chattered out of Indo- China? 
Would Italy relinquish her North African possessiom? 
Wouli the Dutch give up Java to please tlus Japanese? 
Would the United States he hustled out of the Philippinrs ? 
All these countries assert themselves, and insist that their 
rights and wishes in their mm sphere shall be respected^ 
We alone seem afraid of our oim shadow.”^ 

— Chtibohili* 

ODD as it may appear, all these seemingly impossible things 
bav^ come to pass. All the hypothetical questions raised by 
Churchill have been answered in the affirmative by tho 
muse of history. The moving finger has written and moved 

1 &reai Cmtamporarim p. 288 

2 Speech in Liverpool, Moroh dil931 
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'bn. Only the echo o£ ChnrchiU’s I’hetoric niocks in our 
ears, and before our oyes unfolds tho incout{ruoua spectacle 
of Churchill holding what ho has and oven what he has not, 
like a greedy misei* clutching desporatoly to his money- 
bags, unmindful of the rents in their bottom. 

A large chunk of the British Empire has boen knocked 
away along with Indo-China, Java and the I’hilippines, 
not to talk of the Italian possessions in Africa. It is Japan 
who is now the ipistress of the European colonies in the 
East. Eranoe, Holland and Italy themselves became parts 
of the Nazi Empire. 

The whole world is in the melting pot. Only India 
remains where she was — in the year 1858 1 That year the 
British Crown took over tho responsibility of governing 
India from the East India Company following the rebellion 
of 1857. It is true that in five provinces, the 19115 vorsion 
of provincial autonomy exists still but there, too, behind the 
parade of constitutional rulo, tho power of tho llritish 
Governors is supreme, two of them having dismissed theii- 
Prime Ministers and tho third one a Minister, without so 
much as a reference to the Legislatures to which they were 
responsible. 

The successivo constitutional reforms by which Britain 
sought ( in the words of the 1917 declaration ) to develop 
self-governing institutions, with a view to the progressive 
realisktiou of responsible government in India, have been 
swept away. Even the reign of law Las been subordinated 
to the expediency of the Defence of India Rules. Every 
action of ours except inhaling God’s good air is governed by 
regulations and ordinances. 

It may be admitted that the abrogation of civil liberties 
is a normal war-time practice in all belligerent countries. 
But there is nothiug normal in the situation obtaining in 
India at present. India is the most outstanding abnormality 
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of VVorkl War II. Hhe is living simnltancouHly in the lOtir 
ami 20Ui cvutnrioB. We can nndorstand the &ittialion of 
Poland, for whose liberation Britain ostensibly draw her 
sword. We can understand the position o£ France, whose 
own Fascist elements betrayetl her. We can even under- 
stand the position of the Philippines to whom the United 
States has given her solemn word — not vague promises of 
freedom for the future, but a bond which will automatically 
mature in 19i6. 

iTohody can understand, however, the situation in India 
in the context of World War II. It is because “ the issue 
of India is more than the issue of India; it is the issue of 
freedom and what we intend to do with it. Because we 
will not even face the issue of empire versus freedom, wc 
have come to the perfeolly anomalous position which 
bothers anybody but an Englishman, that in this war of 
Iroodom the Indian fighters are in jail for committing the 
crime of fighting for freedom.”’’ 

Least of all does the anomaly bother Churchill. He 
will toll you, in the first place, that it is not the British but 
tho Indians who aro roaponsible for their present plight — 
vide .^mory’s declaratitu of August l!)tO, amplified and 
revised by the Oripps offer of 1942, and further rubbed in 
by numerous Viceregal pronouncomeuts. The jam of 
freedom, ho will repeat, is theirs for the asking tomorrow, 
if only they will behave like good boys and fight the Japs 
today. Secondly, he will remind yon in connection with 
the present undiluted autocracy in India what he said in 
London as long ago as December 12, 1930 ; 

” We (have) reserved to ourselves an ( equal) right to 
restrict, delay, or, if need be, for a spell to reverse that 
process (of constitutional development). So far as there 
exists any contract between a people conquered by force in 

1 Lin Yiitang JJeCimn Tears ami Zavghter 
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'former times and the modern Parliament of a benevolent 
nation, vowed to promote their welfare, that is the contract 
and nothing more. ” 

More pertinent still to the present situation is the follow- 
ing extract from a speech he delivered in Manchester on 
January 30, 1931 ; “Instead of proclaiming that our 
object is to wind up our affairs and hand over the Govern- 
ment of India to the tiny oligarchy of Indian politicians 
who have mised this agitation, we ought to begin now 
by making it perfectly clear that we intend to remain the 
effective rulers of India in every essential for a very long 
and indefinite period, and thongh we welcome co-operation 
in every branch of government from loyal and faithful 
Indians, we will have no trirck with lawlessness or treason,, 
and v;ill, if necessary, suspend even the moderate constitu- 
tional changes, while there is bad spirit abroad." 

Firmly and prophetically said I The formula seems to 
have been prepared in 1931 specifically for the situation that 
was to confront Ohurohili when he came to power in 1940 ! 

Thirdly, Chufohili does not really understand what 
all this international pother about India means. Ho honestly 
believes that India is a domestic problem of Britain~a 
problem that is to be solved by Britain for Iiidia. " The 
British government is convineed,” he informed the House 
of’Gommqns on March 17, 1943^ ‘‘ that thO administration of 
British colonies must continue to be the sole responsibility 
of Hreat Britain." And when the Labourite Mr. McGovern 
asked whether this iiieant that “ Britain does not intend to 
give up its occupied territories at the end Of the war, as well. 
; as Gertnany,“t^G^ “that would be a wry 

insuiting parallel to draw." ^ 

;; 'Churchill sees nothing 'funny or sinister in the iyOrd 
Emjnre or Imperialismv : On ihe 'hbnto 
;thev British Empire - a happy familyv the first successful 
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attempt in liistoi'y to form a commonwealth of nations, 
which, instead of being derided, ought to serve os the model 
for the bigger commonwealth of the world, The Empire 
Prime Ministers’ Conference, which was held in London 
in May 11)44, and at which two Indian “representatives” 
chaperoned by Ainery were present, gave a timely demon- 
stration to the world of the unity of the Empire. 

Hands off the Empire /—This is tlie notice served upon 
the ^^^n•ld by Churchill, When Dr. Wellington Koo broached 
the question of Indian fi'eedoin with Churchill, the latter 
is reported to have told him that if the Chinese Government 
did not stop intervening in the matter, British-Chinese 
relations would be seriously endangered 1 Even upon his 
senior pailner in Washington, Churchill has pressed, politely 
but consistently and firmly, iho same policy of iion- inter- 
ference in Indian allairs. It is true that after the first 
terrific impact of the Japanese war, Roosevelt sent Col. 
Louis Johnson as his personal emissary to India, who took 
a prominent part in the Oripps-Congress negotiations. It 
was soon obviouSi however, that oven this fi'iendly inter- 
vention was not relished. 

Subsequently when, in. the autumn of 1943, the Ame- 
rican President placed an army bomber at the disposal bf 
Wendell Willfcie and asked him to go round the world, he 
expressly put India out of bounds for purposes of the , 
itinerary^ India presumably was not part of Willkie’s 
One is called in diplomatic language 

Britain’s exclusive spliere of infiuence. It was not on the 
map,:as far as the other nalionS/were concernedv^^^ ^ : v 

^ Nevertheless, later on, ■ Roosevelt sent to India anpthesr 
personalemisaary^the poker-faced; professional: diplomat, 

;i . William Phillips, to study the sRuation at first hand on; his 
; :;hehaif.. ' Studying India witboTif meeting: the iRahatnm wap,' V 
IttoweVeiS like staging Hamlet without the ■ PrihCe of Den- 
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mark. And when the daring Auilias'iadoi’ made a lequesb 
to be allowed ti> meet His Majesty’s prisoner, it was prompt. 
]y and unceremoniously turned down. Since then lather 
than risk any such indignities, Roosevelt has dropped the 
sizzling hot Indian potato altogether 1 

“It’s no nse rubbing Winston the wrong way !” — he must 
have thought. “ Anyway, he has made India a safe strategic 
base for ns to fight the Japs from. It’s my own fault really. 
I ought to have realised what a blind-spot India is with him 
when he peremptorily exolnded her from the operation of 
the Atlantic Charter, evon before the ink of the Charter was 
dry, without so much as a reference to me — its co-and-senior 
-author. That was in 1941, when we were not in the war. 
I dare not publicly protest against Churchill’s policy then : 
much less can I do so now when our fortunes are so bound 
up together. There will always be skelolons in the cupboard, 
after all.” 

China was snubbed. America was sllenood. Russia is 
too busy fighting Germany to interest herself in India. The 
voice of India lies stifled and still. It is only a handful of 
international intelleotnals like Louis risoher, Lin Tulang 
and Harold Laski, who keep on criticising Britain’s approach 
to India and harping upon her importance in the morality 
of war and in the formulation of peace. The American 
publicist, Louis Fischer, has voluntarily constituted himself 
a propagandist of Indian freedom In America, though his 
writings are not allowed to fan the flames of nnrost in India. 

The Chinese philosopher, Lin Tntang, has severely casti- 
gated ChnrohiH’s handling of the problem of India in his 
book, Between Tears And Laughter, The British profes- 
sor, Harold Laski, considers that “ to have India as a willing 
partner in the great enterprise upon which we are engaged 
would be one of the supreme victories of the war,” Fortu- 
nately for Churchill, all such criticism runs over him like 
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■water over a duck’s back. It moves him noithor to tears 
nor to laashter, l)ut to sheer boredom. IIo has always 
ontortaii\od a healthy contempt for intolleotnals, who have 
a nnraber of lioes always buzzing in their bonnets, and 
plenty of leisure on their hands. Academic criticism cuts 
no ice with a man of action like Churchill. 

It is all right to talk and write of granting freedom to 
India in order to win the greatest victory in the war for 
DemiJcracy, and to indulge in similar tommy rot about this 
and that. But coniiug to braaslacks, without India, 
whero wouhl Britain be ? “ The loss of India would mark 
and consummate the downfall of the British Empire. That 
great organism would pass at a stroke out of life into 
history.'”' Churchill has stressed this fundamental fact again 
and again. 

“ The loss of Indio however arising, would bo final and 
fatal to us. It could not fail to bo part of a process which 

would reduce ns to the scale of u minor powoi' If, guided 

by counsels of madness and cowardice disguised as false 
benevolence, you troop homo from India..,. ..you will lind 
famine to greet you on the horizon on your return.”® What 
can (Jhnrohill do thou, save hold what ho has ? Even the 
fire-eating socialist, Emmanuel Shinwell, came to the same 
conclusion when ho made an “objective” study of the 
situation ! 

Howsoever anomolons and anachronistic OharchiU’s 
present position may he, wo must at least admit that he has 
never sailed under false colours or resorted to cant or 
hypocrisy. Whether he was a Tory or a Liberal, he has 
ah^ys remained a full-blooded Imperialist. His biographers 
call him, variously, a great Elizabethan, a great buccaneer, a 
great Englishman, bub nobody suggests — not even he him- 
self — that he is a great demooi'at, or a great internationalist. 

1 Supra p. 71 2 Svpra p. 72 
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One of his biographers, U. Soneourl, remarks that “All his 
life Ohurchill has been engaged againsl, three evils : the one 
ia nationalism; the other socialism; the third is democratic 
control of the economic system and foroigu affairs.”^ 

Now this seems to be rather an exaggerated statement for 
the simple reason that Churchill has ideologically been 
floundering all his life. He is a Whig aristocrat of the 
eighteenth centnry, born and bred up in the nineteenth, 
whoso life work has lain in the twentieth ! His ideas" thus 
cut across three centuries and involve him in endless contra- 
dictions and anomalies. During the period between the 
two world wars, he was gradually losing his faith in demo- 
cracy and had actually started flirting with Fascists, if not 
Fascism. It was only when Fascism presented itself as a 
challenge to Imperialism, to tho semirity and greatness of 
the British Empire, that ho finally ranged himself against it. 

What are then the motive-springs of (Jhnrehiirs caroor ? 
In October 1940, when formally necopting the leadership 
of the Oonservativo Party, Ohurchill said t 

“ My life, such aa it has heen, has been lived for forty 
years in the public eye, and very varying opinions are 
entertained about it — and about particular phases lln it. 
I shall attempt no justification, but this I will venture most 
humbly to submit and also to declare, because it springs 
most deeply from the convictions of my heart, that at all 
times according to my lights, and throughout the changing 
scenes through which we are all hurried, I have always 
faithfully served two public causes which I think stand 
supreme' — the maintenance of t^e enduring greatness of 
Britain and her Empire, and the historic continuity of fiur 
island hie.” 

FTote that this pronouncement was made in October 
1940, when Germany and Russia were still friends, America 

1 R, Senoourt TTinstm Ghurehttl p. 293 
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waa a iioulnil nation and Ilritain stood alone Cacsinc" Nazi 
Oorniany at Iho zenith of lier power. Even then the canao 
which was npponnoat in Ohurchill’s niiml was not the 
dostnictioii of Fascism, bnl the maintenance of the oudTiring 
greatness of Britain and Jim' Emjdri', not the froedoni of 
humanity, bnt “ the historic eoulimiity of onr island life.” 

At various other times Churchill has declared that he is 
fighting for victory, for survival, for Christian civilization, 
but fiever once has he wholeheartedly stated that be is 
fighting for a new order which will end the exploitation of 
one man by another, or of one nation by another nation. 
He lias occasionally paid lip tributes to the Atlantic Charter 
or to Koosevelt’s “ Fonr Freedoms”, hut with this mental 
reservation tnat nothing wonld he allowod to detract from 
tho enduring greatness of Britain and her Empire, In the 
words of Lin Yntang, ‘‘Churohill is fighting a twentieth- • 
conlury war in ordt'r to lalco oil' his bools after the war and 
oUmh back into a ninoloenth-contnvy bed comfortably 
niallrOBsed in India, Singaiiore and llong-Kong.” 

Churchill bluntly declared in the House of Commons, 
whilo^ replying to a rocommeadation made by a Committee 
of tho U. H. House of llepresenlatives, “ that there is not the 
slightest nnestion of any cession of British territories, not 
the slightest.” Even so, in tho generous flush of victory he 
may be peisuaded to hand over Hong-Kong to China ; in 
Chinese eyes Hong-Kong is not merely a major port bnt a 
major point of prestige. Even Singapore may become a 
joint Anglo-American base. Bnt Churchill woirld stay put iu 
India for all time, if only he could. For without India, 
th^e is no British Empire. Without India, Britain would 
be reduced to a third-rate power. Without India ” that 
great organism would pass at a stroke out of life into 
history.” Without India, victory will be barren; the war 
will be a delusion. 
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India haa always been the classical case o£ Imperialistic 
exploitation, as Karl Marx poiutod out long ago- Tint now 
it has also become the classical case of the war aims not only 
o£ Britain, but of all the Allies, Russia not excluded. The 
two-score United Nations are not fighting the war to enable 
Churchill to climb back into his Indian bed, or de Gaulle 
into his Indo-Chinese, or Queen Wilhemina into her Javanese 
four-poster either. India is the crux of the war, the key to. 
the whole colonial problem, the touchstone of Allied 
morality. 

“ Many men and women T have talked with from Africa 
to Alaska,” wrote Wendell Willkie after his global tour, 
" asked me the question which has become almost a symbol 

all through Asia : TV/uii about Indian From Cairo on it 

confronted me at evei-y turn. The wisest man in China 
said to me ; ‘ When the aspiration of India for freedom 
was put aside to some future date, it was not Great Britain 
that Buireved in public osleem in the Fat East. It was tho 
United States.’ 

“ The wise man was not quarrelling with British Im- 
perialism in India..... .He was telling me that by our silence 

on India we have already drawn heavily on our reservoir of 
goodwill in the East. People of the East who would like 
to count on us are doubtful. They caunot ascertain from 
our attitude towards the problem of India what we are 
likely to feci at the end of the war about all the other 
hundreds of million of eastern people. They cannot tell 
from onr vague and vacillating talk whether or not we 
really do stand for freedom or what wo mean by freedom."*" 
Since these words were written, there has been, at &ny 
rate, nothing vague and vacillating about Ohurchiirs talk. 
For two years successively he has declared from the Man- 
sion House-top that he will hold what he has. In Parlia- 
1 Om WorJd p, 161 
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mont ho lakort ovory poasiblo opportniiity to atroMs that lio 
will lu'ither oedo Hritiali terrilorica nor ovon allow any 
outHide inlorferenco in their adminietraium. Not ontaido — 
not oven inside ! 

Every sitch announcement takes ofl' the ideological gilt 
from the war’s stale Ringerhrcad. It disillusions and in- 
furiates the people in the East who thus find that all those 
years they have been sacrificing their money and life only 
for tifjhloning their own shackles ultimately. They have no 
use for ChurchiU’s “ Imperial Democracy. ” In their ears 
it sounds as spurious a coin as Hitler’s National Socialism. 
It is not a war-cry of emancipation, hut a peace-cry of 
exploitation. Churchill first used the phrase " Imperial 
Democracy of England” as a young snbaltorn writing 
his first book in Bangalore. 

Eorty-sovon long and fateful years have passed since 
then. Two groat wars and a sooro of minor ones have been 
waged. Ancient dynasties have been swept away i empires 
have ornshod into dnst, Man has soared spiritually as well 
as physically into the high heavens. The world has visibly 
contracted, while our social vision has expanded. But all 
throudh those years of storm and stress, Churchill has not 
progressed ideologically in the least. Even in the present 
conflagration he stands like Casabionoa on tho burning deck 
clutching the tattered flag of Imperial Democracy be- 
queathed to him by his father, while beneath his feet the 
ship of Imperialism is sinking. 

There is a basic conflict in the wat-aims of Churchill 
and of the billions of so-called backward people of the world. 
In 'the British Empire itself the proportion of white to 
coloured people is one to six. Churchill does not Speak 
even for that one white person, for the Dominions, with 
the exception of South Africa, do not want to be partners in 
colonial exploitation. 
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Mr. Mackenzio Kins, the Prime Muiistor o£ Canada, 
has officially stated that he -was not enamoured of the pro- 
posal that the British Empiro should form a aoUd yroup 
of nations — the proposal “ to refloat the sunken ship of 
Impeiialism ” as a Ouuadian M. P. caustically desci'il'ed it, 
Mr. King wanted close collaboiution not only insid® the 
British Ooinmonwealth but amongst all nations, gi’eat and 
small, seeking peace. 

Even intrinsically there is nothing in the grand iiflmnep, 
nothing heroic or inspiring about Churchill’s Impeiialism. 
“ Au Imperialist useil to be an adventurous young follow, 
seeking new fields to conquer and seUing out to paint the 
world red. Now he is a timid landlord dreading change, 
determined that the world shall roniaiu as far as possible 
exactly as it is today and repeating ciiieriiloiisly ovOr and 
over again What Wo Ham We Hold. 1 mperialmm usfd to bo 
a matter of hitting out. Now it is a matter of silting tight. 
ImpeiiaVislB once sang about tbo Ttijinpivo with a ctsrtwn -g&’y 
exubemnoe, ‘ wider still and wider shall the bounds bo sot 1* 
Now they merely mutter, ‘Trespassers will be prosecuted 1’ ” ^ 

But it is not moroly an anachronistic or qui;Cotio or 
slightly comic sight which Ohurohill presents when he rises 
to give his annual performance in the Mansion House- This 
great war leader of the United Nations throws an ominous 
shadow on the peace that is to follow the war. The war he 
is waging is not the war which Stalin and Ohiaug Kai-Shek 
are waging, not the war Roosevelt is waging, thoug]‘ adver- 
sity has made strange bed-fellows of them all. It not the 
war which Nehru would have liked to wage. It is not even 
the war that history has staged. ' 

“ Churchill fights Hitler as Marlborough fought Louis 
XIV, as Pitt fought Napoleon. The immense social forces 

1 From an artiole in “The Town And Country Review” , organ 
■of the Common Wealth Party. 
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■vvhi(3U‘liave gone to make this wai* are as outside kis con--' 
Bcionaness as the principles of the Russian revolution are 
outsido his understanding. He is not really interested in 
a post-war world in which the foundations are revised.”^ 

Not only is he not interested, but he is actually deter- 
mined to prevent their revision — at any rate as far as the 
British Empire is concerned. That is why I said above that 
he oasts an ominous shadow over the peace that is to follow 
the wgr. After victoi'y, he may redraw the world’s map 
exactl y as it was — except where the frontiers of Russia are 
concerned ! He may move back into I'nrma, Malaya and 
Hong-Kong. But he cannot fix the old frontiers,for freedom. 
He cannot say that demooracy will advance thus far and 
no further. 

“ Men and women all over the world are on tho march, 
physically, intollectually and spiritually. After centuries of 
ignorant and dull ooinpliance, hundreds of millions of 
people in Eastern hluroiio anil Asia li ive opened the books. 
Old fears no longer frighten them. 'Ihoy are no longer 
willing to bo oastorn slaves for western prolits. They ai o 
beginning to know that men’s welfare thronghont the world 
is iut(»r-dopendent. They are resolved that there is no 
more place for Imperialism within their own society than 
in the Society of Nations.”® 

No amount of cajoling, casuisti-y, coercion, or Oripps 
is going to silence or stop those people. They are deter- 
mined that they shall have a new birth of freedom, and that 
government of the people, by the people, for the people shall 
be established at long last all over the world. The 400 
million people of India and their neighbours in Burma and 
Malaya will not for long allow themselves to beheld by 
Ohurchill. If holding those people like so many heads of 

1 Harold Laski in iXiMon, Ceoember 18, 1943 

2 Wendell Willkie One World p. 107 
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"dumb, driven cattle is one of the war-aims of UhW'ohill, 
then oven if he wins the war, he will, as sarolsr as anything 
is sure in this world, lose the iicace. 

No victories in the flcld will ho able to win that peace. 
It is only by a new approach to the problem of Ifiupire and 
of colonies, of colour and creed, that real peace can be 
established in this world. A.nd that is not the approach of 
the buccaneer, the baiiyit or the bureaucrat, nor even of the 
white Christian missionaries towards tho black and brown 
and yellow heathens in Africa and Asia and Auslfalasia. 
"What the world badly needs today is the brotherhood of 
man without the fatherhood of the while demigod . 

Unless Churchill opens his mind to tho new spiritual 
impulses and social forces which motivate humanity at 
present, unless he persuades himself to give up in good 
time and with good gi’aee what does not belong to liim, 
unless he renders unto the people of India and the rest of 
the Empire the lands and liberties which are theirs, ho will 
find that ho will have ushered only another armistice after 
the end of the present Armageddon. Tho aftermath of 
World War II is bound to be far more bitter and bloody 
than that of World War I, for the simple reason that the 
politico-economic ferment which convulsed Europe then has 
already spread all over tho world now. Out of the very 
frustration of tho people of tho JSast may be born a Vranken- 
steiu’S monster who may devour the West as well os tho East. 

The responsibility of preventing this terrible attermath 
rests primarily upon Churchill. Eor it is he who alone 
among the Allied leaders has come out so unabashedly for 
holding what he has. Churchill called Lenin tho Grand 
Eepudiatoi*. He himself will probably go down in hisfory 
as the 6EAND UPHOLDER. 

He upholds everything; God, King and Country; Union 
Jaok and Buie Britannia ; the three estates of the realm 
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and lihe exact size and shape of the irouse of Commons ; the- 
stately homes of lilngland and the capiliilistic disorder of 
lilngliah society. And, of course, he upholds the British 
Empire and, above all, India, that moat truly bright and 
precious gem ixi the crown of the King. Let him beware, 
however, of upholding in the name of a benevolent Impe- 
I’ialism what he has so valiantly sought to destroy all those 
years — the spirit of Eaacism 1 



BIBLIOGRAPHY 

(jOnly liooJcs mentiowd or tiuotei in thin vohmcare HMed here.) 

I^irkenliead, Lord Frederic Edwin, Earl of Birhen- 

licudt 7'lte Last Phanc {by His (Sow) 
Blunt, W. S. My Dianes ( Peiny a personal nar- 

rative a/ emits ISS-t-Idl^t ) 
Bolton* Glorney i'he Tragedy C f Oandhi 

Broad, Lewis Winston GhurcMU 

Ohurchill, Winston H. Great ContemporaHes 

India (Speeches and an Introduction) 

Lord Randolph Churchill 

Malakand Field Force, 'The Story Of 

My Early Life 

River War 

Savrola 

Step By Step 

Thmtghls And Adventures 
World Crisis i 'The AJtmnath 
Ooupland, R. Tim Grippe Mission 

Fielden, Lionel Beggar My Neighbour 

Guedalla, Philip Mr. W. 8. Clmrhill 

Gunther, John Inside Asia 

Indian Constitutional Minutes of Evidence taken befote the 
Eeforna Joint Committee on (H.M.'s Station- 

ai'y Office) 

Indian Round Table Proceedings of the First and Second 
Conference ( jj. stationary Office) 

India Unreconciled Published by the Hindustan Times* 

New Delhi 

Kipling, Eudyard Barrack-room Ballads 

Departmental Ditties 



BIBM06HAPHY 


225 


Liii Yutang Hetwmi Tears and Laughter 

Mai'tin The Life Story of Winston Gh%ircliill 

Minto, The Gountess Of India i Minto And Morley 
Montagu, Edwin An Indian Diary 

Moorhead, Alan A Year Of Battle 

Morley, Lord John Indian Sixeches 

Recollections 

Nehrg, Jawaharlal An Autobiography 

Senconrt, Eohert Winston GhurcMll 

Sheean, Vincent Bekoeen The Thunder And The Sun 

Shridharani, Kriahnalal My India, My Amenca 

Singh, Q. N. Lmidmarla In Indian Constitu- 

, tiortal And National Developtneni, 

1600-191D 

Sitarainayya, Pattabhi Tfte History Of The Indian Na- 

tional Congress 

Stowe, Leland ,,, Tlmi Shall Not Sleep 
Strauss, Patricia Cripps: Advocate And Rebel 

Thompson, Edward Enlist India fm' Freedom! 

IViiltoBjor, John T. Wc Cannot EscapeHistory 

Wingfield-Stratford, Churchill, The Making Of A Eero 

’ ■ Esme' ' . , 

Willhie, Wendell One World 



INDEX 


Aga KhaU) The 114 
AJestaAer, Horace 86 
AUenby, Lordxii 
Alwar, XiOte Maharajah 95 
Amhadkar, B. H. xiv, 107 
Amory, L. S. x, xi, xiv, 140, ICO 
et, sQ. 

Anglo-Irish Treaty 88 
Asquith See Lard 0»JarA 
Atlanlio Charter vii, xv, 139» 
166, 214 
Attlee, C. R. 73 
Australia 70 

llaldwin, Stanley 39, 44, 46, 49, 74, 
76, 78, 81, Wr. 

Beaoanbfield, Lord ix 
Been, Wedgewood 07, 85, 103 
Bentball, Edward 103 
Bhagat Singh 4*2 ' 

Birkenhead, Lord vii, 34, 33, ot, % 
73, 74 

Blunt, W. S. 30 et sq., 49 
Bolton, Glor^iey 200 
JSombaii Clu’otueio 201 
Bose, Subhas Chandra 67 
Braoken, Brendan vii 
Brahtuins 66, 91 
Buok, Pearl xv 
Banna 20 

Canada 28, 79 

Canterbury, Archbishop of 116, 12S 
Cato 199, 200 

Chamberlain, Austen 112, 116 
Chamberlain, Keville 26, 66, 163 
Chaplin, Charlie 207 
Ohiang Eu^Shek ix, 68, 170, 171, 
181, 204 
G^lna 66, 67 


Churohill, Lord Randolph vii, 7> 
10 et sq., 26, CO 
Churohill, Randolph 201, 202 
Ohurehill, Winston S. arrival in 
India 1; life in Bangalore 2-4; 
love of learning 7; Macaulay’s 
inflnenoo 9j writes the Story 
Malaltand Field Force 12 ot. sq. ; 
infittcnoe of father 19; nasociatipn 
with Lord Morley 27 et. sq.; 
oollcague ef Lord Birkenhead 33 
et. Sq.; indlotrS General Dyer 36, 
36; Croat Divide in his life 44; 
views on various Indian issues 64 
ot. sq.; orusado against Dutninioii 
Status Dcolaratlon 74 et. sq.; 
oartoon by Low 8l; oritioisin of 
Lord Irwin 83; attnok on Oaiulhl 
83 ot. sq.; «ami»algn against In- 
dian Bound Table Conforonoe 9l 
et. sq.; Divide and Rule 100; 
witness before Joint Sclcot Com- 
mlttoeon Indian reforms 106428; 
Inst phase of oampaigit against 
India Bill 128 et sip; artiele on 
“Tbo now phase in India" 148,' 
Prime Minster 161 et sq.; Indian 
itaotions 166; firm control over 
Indian polioy 100 ot aq,; Chur- 
ohill mystery behind Cripps Mis- 
sion 167-182; reactions to Quit 
India movement 182 et aq,; res- 
ponsibility for Bengal famine 
162; Gandhi and Churohill 19G 
et. aq.; his role in history as 
Grand Upholder 200-22S. 

Gml and Milihary Gaaetie 187 

Civil Disobedieooe Movement 41, 
61, 62, 86 



JNOKX 


237 


Clivcilwi ISV'l fiff 

tMoks, R S. XOO 

OcilUnSi MioliftuX 88 

OtmulHurat: Assoiubly 8U 

CuuplanU> ti. 17G 

Oripps, SUflorrt X. 187-184. 2i!l 

D««y lh>'al<7 163 
Da'ilji Mail 48 
Daily TelBgrapk 11 
llaiidi lt(laroli 0], 6'2, 82 
Dasi Jatindra Kath 42 
Db VftlerB 88 
Derby, Lord 133, 134 
Dhiogra, Madan Lai 31, 32 
Dominion StaUxs viii, 87, 42, 47, 
48. 50. 51, 00, 68, 73, 74, 7U 
Dyer, General 36 

Edward Vll 24 
JiTtia'iTiy Stawlai'il 148 

Melden, Lionel 20 1, 200 
EisKJliQr, Louie 214 
Foot, laivaa 128 

Forxvorcl policy on N< W. Froixlier 

17 „ 

Oandlxi, Devadas 202 
ilandhi-Jrwiu I'ootSO, 80, 00 
OandM, Mahatma ix, xi, 0, 68-Cl, 
76, 82.89, 97, 102, lOD, 157, 17«, 
190-208 
Gibbon 8, 13 
Gidnoy, Henry 107, HI, 

Gour, Hari Singh 119 
Griffith, Arthur 88 

Halifax Soe Zoi’H Irwin 
Maryan 157, 184 
Hindu Mahosabha 60 
Hitler 166, 107, 198 
Hoare, Samuel 73, 76, 100, 110, 
116, 124, m, 137, 140 


HolJand 72, 210 
Hueaare, Gio Fourth 1 ot. eq, 
Tlydaii, Alsbar 122, 120 
Imperial Demoornuy 15, 18, S3, 319 
Indopeudoueo Uesolution et. su • 
00 

India Defenoe Society 141 
Indian Empire Sooioty 86, 01, 
141 

Indian Nationol Congress 6, yg, 39, 
68, 75. S3, 146, 163, 180, J87 
limes, Charles 113 
Inship, Thomas 143 
Irwin. Lord 42, 47, 64 68, 61, 06, 
73, 83-86, 97, 08, 109 
Islam 13 * 

•Tayakar, M. H. 85. 107 et. gq, 
Jinnah, 11. A, xix', 41, 6(1, gg, 69, 
132, 178, 179 
Johnson, Louis ICO, 213 
JEsfevi rSftlsfll' ^JixeMsdWw ,7?, 

89., 128 

Junes, Morgan 130 
Joshi, N. M. 107, 111 

Khan, Ghaffor 161 
Khan, A. Ill et> sq. 

Khnn, Zafrulla 107, 112, li^g 
King, Mackenzie, 220 
IGpling, Rndyord 4, 9, 10 
Kilohner, Lord xii, 6 
Konor, David 11 

Loski, Harold x, 203, 214, 331 
Law, Bonar 36, 47 
Lenin xvi, 45, 222 
lanlitbgow, Lord x, xi, 195 151 
160 

Idn, Yutang 102, 214, 217 
Lloyd Gieorge x, 27, 31, 47 
Lothian, Lord 116 
Low, David 81 



1ND8X 




MWMwlny U et. sq., G4, JOl 
Haadonald, BamRay 41 ati. aq., GlSi 
04. 73, 76, 77, »H, 04 
Jlitlakand B'iM Fom', Story of 13 
eU sq., 37 

2tuMlmtttr Omrdian IQO, 100 
Mead, James M. 193 
Melita, Manubhai 1S3 efc. aq. 
Miller, Webb 62 
Minto, Gountesa of 36 
Mira Ben 89 
Montagu, Bdwin 26, 33 
Morlcy, Lord 27 et. aq., 64 
Muidoeb, Keith x 
Mnalim League 60 
Mussolini 108 

Nanok, Guru IS 

Nab.ru, Jaurabatkl 42-44, 64-67, 60, 
140, 168, 160-164, 174, 175, 
178, 182 

Nehru, Motilal 30, 42, 64, 68 

Nehru Beport 64, 60 

yem Leader 163 

Nem OAraulele 103 

Mio JStatestmn 4' yatlon 170, 103 

Mw 7erli Thnei 164 

O’Dwyer, Mlohael 114 
Oxford, Lord 8, 27, 47 

Batel, V. J. 43, 38 
Peel, Earl 117 
Phillips, William xy, 2l3 
Pioneer 11 
Polak, H. S. 60 
Pyarelal 202 

Quit India Movement 37. 60, 184, 
186 


"Iteading, Iwrd 34, SS, 40 
Heynolda, Bcgliuild Cl 
Bipon, Lord 21 i 

Roosevelt, Prohident 169, 191, 21, 7| 
214 i 

Bound Talilo Conference 39, 67, 87) 
92, et> Sip 

SMlaburj', Lord 6, 12, 140 
Samuel, Herbert 81 
Bapru, T. B. 68, 86 ^ 

Sastri, T. S. B. 90, 131, 166 
Satynmurti, S. 132 
Savarkar, V. D. xiv, 31, 178 
Senoonrt, Robert 216 
Sethna, Phiroze 114, 118 k 

Bhoean, Vinoent 76, 140, ISI, 203 
Simon Commisaion iv, 26, 30, 4(H 
78, 78 

Simon, Lord 41, 66, 79, 78 
Singh, Buta 107, 112, 120 
Smuts, J. 0, 207 
Stalin xvl 
Stowe, Loiand i80 
Strauss, I’atrioia 181 

Tata, J. R. D. xil 
'Thompson, Edward xlv, IfiS 

Wordlow-Mllno, Jolm 112 
Wavoll, Lord x ot. aq, 
WedgewQod, Colonel 130 
Wellington, Koo 213 
Whitaker, John T, siv 
WUlingdon, Lord 106, 114 
Willkie, Wendell 218, 218 
Winterton, Bari 126 

Zetland, Lord 168 




